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The FUDGMENT of the Fathers con- 


\ cerning the DoFrine of the Trinity. 


_— 


I. The Deſign of Dr. Bull's Book. 


Intend, in theſe Sheets, to exa- 
mine Dr. Bull's Defence of the 
Nicene Faith : I (hall preſcribe 

=, to:miy.delf;, to be as brief as poſ- 
{ible I can, and to deal fairly and in- 
genuoully. 1.2! $2 HEL! 
What is the! Pretence of: his Book, 
he tells us at. pag-, 5th and 6th of his 
Preface to it, in theſe Words ; © To 
«evince, -that all: the approved Do- 
«& ors and; Fathers of 'the-Church, 
& .from the very Age of the Apoliles 
<«. tothe fixft Nicene Council, agreed, 
&« jin one. common and felf-ſame 
« Faith, concerning the Divinity of 
& our Savionar, with the ſaid Nicene 
& Council, 4 ridiculow Offer ; 
fortaking care, as he does, to limit 
himſelf to the «pproved Dottors and 
Fathersz who is ſo dull (does Mr. 
Bull think?) as not to underſtand, 
that no Father or Door ſhall be al- 
lowed this (new and rare) Title of 
Doftor. probatus, approved Dittor, if 
Mr. Bull and he cannot accord about 
the Nicene Faith > What if an Arian 
or Socinian ſhould make the like (im- 


pertinent) Propoſal, even to ſhow 
that all the approved Doctors and Fa- 
thers before the Nicene Council, did 
agree with Arius or Socznus ;, would 
it not be laugh'd at ? For would not 
the . Reader reply immediately, that 
this (inſidious) word approved makes 
his Attempt to be of no ule at all: be- 
cauſe he will be ſure not to approve any 
Dodtor or Father, who is not of the 
Party -of Socinua or Arius, There- 
fore if Dr. Bull would have ſpoke to 
the purpoſe, he ſhould have ſaid ſfim- 
ply ; that of the Ante-nicene Fathers 
or Doctors were of the ſame Mind 
with the Doctors and Fathers in the 
Nicene Council, in the Queſtion of 
our Saviour's Divinity : this had come 
up to the famous ugzz1piorv, or Rule 
of Orthodoxy and Truth, ſuggetted 
firſt by Vincentius, and approved by 
all Parties; quod ab omnibus, quod 
ubique, id denium Catholicum eff 3 
5, ce. that which all the Antient Do- 
ors have taught, and in all Places, 
is Catholick and Fundamental, But 


Mr. Buff durſt not pretend to all the 
A 3 


Doctors 


Doors and: Fathers -before the Ni- 
cene Council 3 but only tocertain-«p- 
proved. Fathers and. Wricers ainong. 
them, about 20 among upwards of 
200. The Reaſon. is evident, he 
forefaw,, that we (hould: preſently 
mind him of Theodotion, Symmachw.,. 


Paulus Patriarch of Antisch, T heoda- . 


ru of Byzantium, Apallonides, Her- 
mophilus, Lucianw; the Authors of 
the Apoliolical Conſtitutions and of 


the Recognitions 3 . of . Melsts Biſhop - 


of Sardis, who publiſhed a Book 
with this Title, tg «Toes x, e- 
VEGEGS %USE, of the Creation. and 
Birth of Chriſt : not to mention here 
the Nazarens or Ebionites, who inha- 
biced Judea, G alilee, Moab, the molt 
part of Syria, anda great part of A- 
rabia.; or the Mineans, who had their 
Synagogues or Churches (lays St: 
erom, Epiſt. ad Auguſt.) over all 
Aſia ;, or the 15 firſt Biſhops of e- 
7 #ſalem.. $07 art; $2:5"f 

As theſe were more in number :{o: 
they were. vaſtly ſuperiour in'Learn-- 
ing, to-Mr. Bull's: approved Doftors. 
and Fathers, 
and Symmachxs, who (dittinctly) 
tranſlated the Bible into Greek ;-1o 
dextrouſly, that their Tranſlations, 
cogether with the Tranſhtions of the 


LXX and of Aqui/a, made the 7t-. 


TegTAgx (or fourfold Tranſlation) 
of Origen; which was the moſt uſc- 
fal,. as well as moſt celebrated (The- 
ological) Work, of. all Antiquity. 
It was Lucianus, who reſtored the 
Bible of the LXX to its Purity, Of 
Theodorus or Theodotur, St. Epipha- 
nia (tho a great Oppoler of the U- 


'nitarians) cuneate Ge he was Ty- 


For it.was Theodotien 


Ave 965 wery- Learned. - Pani 
Patriarch-and Archbiſhop.of Antiecb, 


was fo eleganta Preacher, that they 


always huinmed, and clapped him : 
and tho;two Councils of the adverſe 
Party, aſſembled at Antioch to de. 
prive' himy for the. Truths)he main- 
tained 3 the Antiochians deſpiſed 
theſe ( ſeditious ) Councils, who. 
had . (r:rouſly) combined. againſ 
their. Primate, and. would. by no. 
means part. with - Pauls. Of the- 
whole Unitarian Party in general, it- 
isnoted in Exſebirs, that they were - 
Learned in Logick, Natural.Philoſo.. 
phy,. Geometry, Phylick; 'and the 
other liberal Scierices ;* and tis there 
(ridiculouſly). impured'to them aF'a 
Fault, that they excelled; i9iſecular: 
earning z:<and. (mucleghorew{ditu- 
louſly) 'that they were great Criticks, 
and extremely/curious- in-procuring . 
correct Copics of  the-Bible.- > E#ſeb. . 
L'5,c.28-* They were perfectly qua« 
lited, to: judg of good Copies,” and' 
to-corre& faulty ones4 by: theirac-' 
curate Knowledg of the Hebrew 
Tongue : for St. Epiphanius . (tho fo 
much their back-Friend):-affures us, 
that they were Hebrarce Lingue ſci- 
entiſſimi, great Maſters. in 'the He-- 
brew Tongue. Epiph., Hzreſ. Naz.c.7. 
Furthermore, Dr. Bull appeals here 
to the approved DoGtors and Fathers: 
but it appears, that-he- would. have it 
thought, that-befides the-20 Fathers 
(or thereabouts) whom he has cited 3 
thoſe Fathers alſo whoſe Works are 
(to unhappily) loſt, were no leſs Or-- 
thodox. (as.'tis. called) in this Queſti- 
on . 


on abont our Saviour's-Divinity. But 
- the Caiticks, who have written lin- 
cerely and impartially concerning the 
Fathers, are of opinion, . that. where- 
as there are now loſt about 200, for 
(fome) 20 Ante-nicene Writers and 
Fathers who have been preſerved; we 
are co impute this Loſs,. to the Er- 
rors con'ained in their Books 3 more 
plainly, to their too manifett Agree- 
menc with che Arian and Minean 
(now called the Socinian) Herefies. 
The tamous Critick HF. Yalefins, 
(whom. Dr. Bui ſometimes com- 
mends, nay.cxtols) in his fiſt Note 
on Euſeb. l..5. c.11. ſpeaking of the 
Hyporypoſes of St. Clemens; con- 
cerminy, :viuch, Photius had obſerved, 
that ti.ey. are full of Arian Blaſphe- 
mies, as that the Son # but a Crea- 
ture. and ſuch hke: I fay, that by 
occaſion of the ſaid Hypotypoſeap Ya- 
leſins maketh this Note, I {#brs ob 
errores (quibus ſcatebant } negligen- 
fins babiti, tandem perierunt , nec 
alia (meo. judicio) Cauſa eſt, cur 
Papie & Hege«ſipps ( aliorumg vete- 
rum) libri interciderint, Tis un- 
deniable, that the Errors intended by 
Valeſins, ate the. Seeds of Atianiſm 
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and Unitarianiſm, which ſo much 
abounded in the Hypotypoles of St. 
Clemens; and he faith thereupon, 
that becauſe of theſe Errors, not only 
the Hypotypoſes of Clemens, but the 
Works of Hegeſippus, Papias, and 
other Primitive (Ante-nicene) Fa- 


thers, were firſt lighted, and then 


loſt. Which is in effect to fay, that 
the viſible Agreement of the antient 
Fathers and Doctors with the Unita- 
rians, hath been the Cauſe, that their 
Writings have miſcarried, are either 


loſt or elſe deſtroyed ; ſo that of above 


200 Ante-nicene Writers, ſcarce 20 
are left tous, and: thoſe alſo very 
imperfe. Therefore, if it were in- 


deed ſo, that Mi. BulPs approved Do-- 


fors did really agree in their Faith 
about the Lord Chriſt, with the Do- 
ctors or Fathers in the Nicene Coun- 
cil; as he undertakes 'to prove, and 
thinks he has proved: yet his Per- 
formance amounts to no more but 
this; that of the Writers or Fathers 
who preceded the Nicene Counci), 
about 20. were: for- the Divinity of 
our Saviour, and more. than”. 2co 
againlt it; 


IT: The Charatters of the Fathers, and their Works ; more parti» 


 cularly of St. Barnabas, 


'HEN a Man appeals to the 
Judgment and Authoriry of 

any fort of Writers 3 the hilt. thing 
to be contidered, 15, what is the Cha- 
racter of thoſe Writers, and their 


Hermas, axd Ignatius, 


\ 
Writings : Were the Writers skilful 
in that ſort of Learning, ©t which 
they arecalled to be Judges ? ' Ate the 


Works or Writings that wre 1mpured+ 


to them, certainly genuire, . _ 


1441's 


ox 


and undoubtedly theirs ? If ſo; yet 
have they not been corrupted, by 
(notorious) Additions, or DetraCti- 
ons 3 ſo that *tis queſtioned, by in- 
diffcrent and impartial Perſons, what 
was written by the Author 3 and 
what by the Interpolator ? Farther, 
whereas Dr. Bull's Book is concern- 
ing the Faith of the Nicene Fathers, 
that it agrced perfectly with the Faith 
of the Fathers who flouriſhed ard 
wrote before that Council; it will 
be another neceſſary Queſtion, what 
was the Faith of the Nicene Fathers, 
either concerning the Divinity of our 
Saviour, or concerning the (pretend- 
ed) Trinity ? Laſily, Dr. Bll has in- 
deed given us his Opinion concerning 
the Faith of the Ante-nicene Fathers 3 
but what ſay other (famous) Cri- 
ticks; who, tho they were zealous 
Trinitarians, yet being more fincere 
and impartial, it may be, they grant 
* that the DoGtrine of the Ante-nicene 
Writers of the Church, was no leſs 
than diametrically contrary to the Ni- 
cene Faith, 'as well as to rhe Reform 
that has been made of that Faith, by 
tie Divines of the Schools. I ſhall 
reſolve all theſe Queſtions, in proper 
Places; at preſent, to the firli Que- 
{tion. 

What is the true Character of theſe 
Writers, to whom Dr. Bull has ap- 
pealed ? He anſwers, concerning one, 
that he is dottiſſunus, moſt learned ; 
of another, that he is peritiſſimws, 
moſt able : and not to tranſcribe all 
his Flowers, on theſe Fathers, he 
dubs them all, Doftores probati, ap- 
oued Deftors ;, which is the leaſt he 
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ever ſays of them. It is in ſome de- 
gree excuſable, becauſe it may be irm- 
puted to his Zeal, or his Art; that 
he vends all his Geeſe for Swans : 
but ſure the very ſillieſt Idolaters of 
his (weak) Book, will hardly ap- 
prove of it ; that he divides even all 
the Divine Attributes too, among 
theſe his (ſuppoſed) Friends. For 
one he calls ſanitiſſimus, meſt holy ;, 
another is beatiſſimus, moſt bleſſed , 
a third is optimus, moſt graciom ; and 
a fourth, maximu, the moſt high, 
There is hardly a Page of his Book, 
but you meet with one or more of 
theſe Extravagancies : I ſuppoſe, he 
tarried longer at School than is ordi- 
nary 3 and fo being an old Decla- 
mer, he could never ſince {peak but 
only in the ſuperlative Degree, no 
not when it borders on Blaſphemy it 
ſelf. But tho it is true, that few 
(I believe, none but Dr. Bull) have 
ſpoke or thought of the (remainin 
Ante-nicene Fathers, at this wild 
rate: yet the Opinion that Men ge. 
nerally have of theſe Authors, is, 
that they were certain moſt grave, 
learned, ſage, and experienced Di- 
vines 3 and called Fathers, not more 
for their Antiquity, than for their 
profound Judgment, and perfe& 
Knowledg, in all the Parts of the 
Chrittian Religion. Becaufe the Heads 
and Patrons of Secs, affect to quore 
the Fathersz and, it poſſible, to fill 
their Margin with References to 
Places in the Fathers : it is therefore 
almoſt univerſally ſuppoſed, that fo 
great Deference has not been paid to 
them, without moſt juſt Cauſe for it, 
| "Tis 


*Tis in the 'Fathers, that the Papiſt 
finds the whole . DoQtrine of the 
Council of Trent - in the Fathers, 
the Lutheran finds alſo his Articles ; 
the Calvinift and the Church of Eng- 
land, theirs. ' The very Presbyteri- 
ans, Anabaptiſis, and Antinomians, 
are now turned Father-mongers ; and 
in the Fathers find their Diſcipline 
and Dodtrine, no leſs than their Op- 
poſers find alſo theirs, In ſhort, 
there is ſuch a ſcuffling for the Fa- 
thers, by all Parties; that ?tis no 
wonder, if Perſons who have not 
themſelves read *emy have a very 
raiſed and noble Idea of theſe Wri- 
ters, Butall the Glory of the Fa- 
thers (I ſpeak of the Ante-nicene Fa- 
thers, and except alſo Orzgen out of 
the Number) is. wholly due to the 
Vanity of modern learned Men ; 
who quote theſe Books, not becauſe 
indeed they value them 3 but becauſe 
being antient Monuments, known 
to few, and underſiood: by fewer ; 
he ſeems a great learned Man, who 
can drop Sentences out of theſe an- 
tique Books. But let us begin, to 
ſee what indeed they were. 

The firſt of the Fathers and their 
Writings, alledged by Dr. Bull, is 
an. EpiRle (if it pleaſe Heaven) of 


St. Barnabas, the Apecſtle, I con--. 


fels, that St. Barnabas, the Evange- 
lit and Coadjutor of St. Pal, is alſo 
honoured with the Title of an Apo-- 
ſtlez; As 14. 4. but that he left be- 
hind him an Epilile, 1 ſhall defire a 
better Proof than I have yet ſeen. 
What Dr. Bull fays of him, is, © Our 
© moſt learned Hammond, and the 
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« moſt bigh Yoſſivs believe, this Epi- 
& file was written by St. Barnabas ; 
«© chiefly for this Reaſon; becauſe it 
<« js.cited under the Name of Barna- 
«< bas, by Clemens Alexandrinuty 
& Origen, and other Antients. Nor 
& can thoſe of the adverſe Party, al- 
&« ledg any thing to the contrary, 
& but only this 3 that the Author of 
& this Epiſtle expounds too myſti= 
& cally ſome Paflages of the Old Te- 
& ſtament. 

No; no other Reaſon: to be al- 
ledged, why this Epiſile was not _ 
written by the Evangeliſt Barnabas ? 
Does he not know, that divers Cri- 
ticks have obſerved, that if the Anti- 
ents had really believed that St. Bar- 
nabas, the Companion, Fellow- 
Evangeliſt, and Fellow-Apoſtle of 
St. Paul, had wrote this Epilile ;. 
they would (undoubtedly) have reck- 
oned it among the Canonical Books of 
Scripture, as St. Pauls Epiſtles are. 
And has not -Euſebius informed us,. 
why this Epiſtle was not counted Ca- 
nonical ; when he ſays : © Some 
« Books are received as Holy Scrip- 
& ture, by the common Conſent of all; 
« namely, the four Goſpels, the- 
&©« Afs, the Epiſtles of St. Paul,. 
& the tirſt Epiſtle of St. John, the 
« firſt of St. Peter, and (if you 
& will). the Revelation of St. obs - 
& ſome other Books are of queſtioned- 
« and. doubtful Authority, as the E-- 
&« pililes of Fames and Fude, the (e- 
&< cond of St. Peter, the ſecond and 
* third of St. Fobn : but theſe fol- 
& lowing are counterfeit pieces, &v 
& Tois v6,Yels AATETTEIO ;, the 
« Acts 
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« -AQs of Paul, the Revelation of 
« Peter, the pretended Epiſtle of /Bar- 
© nabas. Cc, thcſe are Counterteits. 
» Dr. Bull may confider at his leiſure, 
of what Weight the Judgment of 
(his moſt learned) Hammond and 
(the moſt high) Voſſius may be, 
when put into the Scale againlt Exſe- 
bius Fpeaking (not -his own, -but) 
the Senſe of the Primitive Church. 
And when his Hand is .in, let him 
tell us, what might be in the Mind 
of the pretended Barnabas, as Euſe- 
bivs calls him, to. ſcandalize all the 

Apofiles, by ſaying z that before they 
© awwere called to be Apoſtles, they were 
(aÞ mx0mv HKNOLXY HYOPLCTERSS ) 
the moſt flagitions Men in the World. 
I am of opinion, we ought to anſwer, 
that *tis not to be wondred at, if. 
counterfeit Apoſtle belies the true ones. 
This Crimination of the true Apo- 
files is in the 5th Chapter of the al- 
ledged Epilile. 

The more learned and impartaal 
.Criticks freely obſerve, concerning 
this Epiſtle, that 'tis full of ſtrained 
and dull Allegories, extravagant and 
sncongruous Explications of Scrip- 
ture, and abundance of ſilly and no- 
torious Fables concerning Animals. 
And what all judicious Men think of 
the Epiſtle, is, that it is indeed very 
antient, being quoted by Clemens A- 
- lexandrinws and Origen : but that it 
was forged about the beginning of 
.the 2d Century, or the 2d Century 
being well advanced; when allo the 
Goſpels of St, Thomas, St. Peter, 
St. Matthias, the Acts of St. An- 
drew, St. Fohn, and other Apoilles, 


) 
were. deviſed and :publiſhed; as Zu- 
ſebin« witneſſes, H. E. l. 3, c. 25. 
But leit this Epiſite ſhould be thought 
to be of {jomewhat the more Credit, 
becauſe 'tis (barely) -quoted by Cle- 
mens and Origen 3 the Reader may 
take notice, that Clemers. Cites alſo 
other counterfeit 'Works of the Apo- 
files, as particularly the Revelation 
of St. Peter, as has been noted by 
Euſebivw, H. -E. l.6. c. 14. And 
nothing is more.common with Ors- 
gen, than to quote ſuch ſuppolititious 
Writings3z' as (for Inſtance) the 
Book of .Encch, the Revelation of 
St.'/Paul, the DoGrine of St. Peter, 
and many -mnie.z concerning which 
Citations the .Reader may ſee what 
Mr. ds Pin has obſerved at large, 
Cent. 3. Þ. 113. 

Dr. Bull's next approved-Father is 
the great, either Prophet or-Impoſtor, 
Hermas ;, in-his Book called the. Pa- 
{tor or Shepherd. 

'We grant, that St. Paul mentions 
one Hermas, Rom. 16. 14. .and we 
doubt not, that the Author of the 
Shepherd would be -underiiood to be 
that Hormas, for he makes himſelf 
contemporary with Clemens Romanus 
(mentioned alſo by St. Paul, Phil. 
4. 3-) Viſion 2d. Chap. 4. The 
Shepherd of Hermas is difiinguiſhed 
into 3 Books.z whereof the firſt con- 
tains 4 Viſions, the ſecond 12 Com- 
.mands, the third 10 Similitudes.: 
but both the Commands and Simili- 
tudes may be called Viſions and Pro- 


- phecies 3 becauſe they areRepreſenta- 


tions and Charges, made to him by 
Angels. The Scene of theſe Viſions 


1s 
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is Arcals; -and that we may be a(- 
ſured, "that this Author would be 
taken for a Prophet, and would 
have his Book pals for a Divine Re- 
velation : he-introduces the Angel 
(in his 24 Viſion, Chap. 4.) as com- 
manding him, that he ſhould prepare 
3 Copies of theſe Viſions , one for 
Clement then Biſhop of Rome, to be 
ſent by him to all the Churches; ano- 
ther for Grapte, who ſhould infirut 
out of it the Widows and their 
Children; the third Hermas himſelf 
was to read to the Presbyters of the 
City of Rome. This is the Book 
and Author, in which Dr, Bull finds 
(or thinks he finds) ſome Paſſages in 
favour of cur Saviour's Divinity 3 as 
I faid at firff, we muſt carefully exa- 
mine what is the true Character of 
this Work and Writer. 
© By what has been ſaid, it is evi- 
dent to every one; that this (pre- 
tended) Hermas either was a Pro- 
phet or an Impoſtor : there is no 
Middle between theſe two, when the 
Perſon pretends to Viſions, to Con- 
ferences with Angels, and ſuch like 
extraordinary things. That the (pre- 
tended) Hermas was not a Prophet, 
is certain to me, by theſe Arguments. 
1. He owns, in the third Command, 
that he was a molt egregious, and 
mmon Liar : he faith expreily, 
that he ſcarce ever {pake a true Word 
in his whole Life, but always lived 
in Diflimulation. and that to «// 
Men. He weeps hereupon 3 and 
doubts, whether he can be ſaved : 
but his Angel aſſures him, that if for 
the time to come he will leave off 
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his Lying, he may attain to Bleſſed- 
neſs, He that was ſo addicted to Iy- 
ing, ?tis no wonder that he has coun- 
terfeited alſo Vitions and Colloquies 
with Angels ; or that to gain Credit 
to his Chimeras and Follies, he fa- 
ther'd them on Hermas an Apoſtolical 
Man and Friend of St. Paul, as others 
before him had laid their ſpurious 
Off-(prings to the Apoſiles them- 
ſelves. But, 2. Some of his (Cele- 
tial) Vitions contain manifelt Fal- 
ſhoods ; particularly, he maketh his 
Angel to tell him, that the whole 
World is made up of twelye Nations, 
Simil, 9. Chap. 17. Being a Perſon 
altogether ignorant of ſecular Learn- 
ing, as appears in all his three Books, 
was almoſi impoſſible, but that in 
his teigned Conferences with Angels 
he ſhould ſometimes make them to 
ſpeak divers. things both falſe and ab- 
ſurd. 3. To add no more on this 
Trifler 3 he has been judged to be no 
Prophet, by the whole Catholick 
Church, in that his Book is . not 
reckoned among the Canonical Books 
of Scripture: were it a real Revela- 
tion from Ged, by the Miniſtry of 
Angels, as the Author pretends; and 
{oetieemed by the Cathulick Church 
it mult have been Put among the Ca- 
nonical Books, It is true, when it 
fiſt aprgared, it imroſed on ſome 
Churcizs, by the Boldneſs of its 
Pretencez and therefore was read 
in tivfe Churche®, as other genuine 
Parts of Scripture were: but even 
then, very many cf the more Judici- 
ous rejected it; and 2s the Church 
began to fill with learned and able 
B Per- 


Perſons, it was not only every where 
Jaid alide, but cenſured as both falſe 
and fooliſh, Of ſo many of the An- 
tients as condemned it, we need on- 
ly take notice of Exſcbinus z who, 
ſpeaking of the Books ufed by Chri- 
ſtians, whether privately or in pub- 
lick, fays; * Some Books are re- 
& ceived by common Conſent of all ; 
* others are of queſtioned and donb: - 
* ful Authority ; and hnally others 
are ſuppotititious and counterfeit, 
of which laft kind (faith he) are 
the Ads of Paul, the Revelation 
of Peter, the Shepherd of Rermas, 
and the pretended Epitite of Bar- 
nabas. - Enſeb. H. E. 1.3. c.25. 
Dr. Bull's third Author is Ignati- 
ﬆ : but neither is this Writer a whit 
better or heneſter, than the pretended 
Barnabas, or the counterfeit Her- 
mas. | do not mean to deny, that 
we have ſtill the Epiſtles that are quo- 
ted by the Antients (Origen and En- 
ſebizs ) under the Name of Ignatine - 
but this I affirm, that they were 
forged under Jgnatizs his Name, 
about the time that ſo many other 
Impoſtures were publiſhed under the 
Names of Apoliles, and of Apoſto- 
lical Menz of which, the Learned 
know, there were almoſt an infinite 
Number. 

Let us fee, firſt, what the Criticks 
of the contrary Perſwation, have to 
alledg for the Epiſtles of Jgnatine 5 we 
may hear Mr. Du Pin tor them all, 
becauſe he has written laſt, and more 
largely than any other. He obſerves 
that St. Polycarp, being thereto de- 
Ered by the Philippians, ſent them 
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the Epiſtles of 1ynatintz lfiwhith he 


alſo prefixed an Epiſile of his own, 


directed to the ſame Philippians. 
Well, we acknowledg that Polycarp, 
writing ro the Philippians, tells ther 
towards the Cloſe of his Epittle, that 
he had: fent them (according to their 
Deſire) the Epiſiles of /gnatins, that 
had by any means come to his Know- 
ledg or Hand. He adds, that in 
thete Epililes, © Ignatmas treats of 
& Faith and Patience, and all other 
&« things that tend to Edification in 
&« Chrifft, But hire, two Doubts 
arife, Firft, whether the Epiſtles 
that we now have, were the ſame that 
are intended in the Epiſite of Poly- 
carp, or fo much as directed to the 
lame Perſons or Chinches? TheRea- 
ſon of the doubt is, the Epitiles that 
we now have, treat of nothing lefs 
than Faith and Patience, nay they 
treat not of Faith and Patience at all 5 
much leſs Af it could be) ate they a 
Collection of all things that tend to 
E dification in Chrift ; they are very 
far trom being a kmd of Summary of 
the Chriſtian Dottrind, either in Faith 
or Morals. They are Letters of 
Compliment and Reſpe&, not of In- 
firuQion or Exhortation. The other 
Doubt is, of what Authority and 
Credit is this Epifile of Pelycarp; on 
which the Credit ot the Epniles of 
Ignatius wholly depend? Mr. D# 
Pin anſwers It is quoted by St. Jre- 
new. Suppoling now, what Mr. D# 
Pin has not proved, nor can prove 3 
that the Epitile of Polycarp intended 
by Irenens, is (in part) that Epiſile 


'of Polycarp which we #0w have, be- 


cauſe 


—_— 


cauſe both the one and the other are 
direQed to the Philippians : I fay, 
ſuppoling this ; yet divers learned 
Criticks are of opinion, that the ge- 
nuine Epifile written by the true Po- 
lycarp, and which Jrenens intends, 
concludes with the 12th Chapter 
where he ſolemn]y gives them his va- 
lediftory Bleſſing : ſo that the fol- 
lowing Chapters which ſpeak of 1g- 
zatizs his Epiſtles, and other Mat- 
ters, have (probably) been added by 
him (whoever he was) who con- 
trived Epifiles in the Namie of Igna- 
tius. Na, ſays Mr. ds Pin, nor can 
that be; for Irexew (who praiſes 
that Epiſtle of Polycarp) quotes allo 
certain Words, -which are found in 
the very Epiſtles of 'Jgnatines. But 1 
do not know that Irenexs quotes any 
Epiſtle of Jgnatize, or ſo much. as 
names the Man 3 but only repeats a 
Saying of a certain Chriſtian Martyr, 
which Saying the Forger of the Epi- 
ſiles of Ignatius thought fit to inſert 
into thoſe Epiſtles, which himſelf 
wrote in the Name and Perſon of Ig- 
natins, In ſhort, T fay, Euſebins, 
_ and before him Origen, owned the 
preſent Epiſtles of Ignatius, becauſe 
they conſidered the Matter but light- 
ly3 as not being any way concerned 
to diſprove them. And Ireneus (ol- 
der than they) quotes an Epilile of 
Polycarp. to the Philippians 3 as alſo 
(elſewhere) ſome Words that are 
now found in an Epiſtle imputed to 
Ignatius : but ſuppoſing that we now 
bave that Epiſile of Polycarp, yet it 
ſeems likely that the Epiſtle did then 
conclude with the 12th Chapter, 
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without any mention of the Epiſtles 
of Ignatius ; and we cannot be aſſu- 
red that Ireneus quotes the Words of 
one of the Epililes of Ignatius, ra- 
ther than that the Forger of thoſe 
Epiſtles borrowed choſe Words from 
Trenens, 

If it be faid ; but why all this Su(- 
piciouſneſs ? it will be hard to prove 
any Matter of Fact, of remote Ages ; 
if ſuch cloſe and {ſtrict Proofs be re- 
quired. I anſwer; there is too much 
Cauſe to ſtart theſe Doubts and Suſpi- 
cions, For we have the Epilile of 
Polycarp to the Philippians, as alſo 
the Epililes of [gnatiis, and the Mar- 
tyrdoms of Ignatius and Polycarp, 
whereof the latter is contained in an 
Epiſtle (pretended to bewritten) by 
the Church of Smyrna; with this- 
Advertiſement at the end of them : 
* This Epiſtle (concerning the Mar- 
** tyrdom of Polycarp) was tran(cri- 
© bed by Cains, from the Copy of 
& TIreneus, who was a Diſciple of Po- 
© lycarp. And I Socrates tranſcribed 
&« it at Coremth, from the Copy of 
© Caius. —— After which, I Pontius 
« wrote it from the Copy before- 
« mentioned; having ſearched it out 
& by the Revelation of Polycarp, who 
© airetted me toit ;, having gathered 
« theſe things together, now almoſt 
« corrupted by Time, that Jeſus 
Chritt may alſo gather me, toger 
ther with his Elect ones, 

Here then is an Epilile 3 namely, 
the Epiſtle of the Church of Smyrna, 
concerning the Martyrdom of Poly- 
carp; and as the Advertiſement ſaith, 
other things that were almoſt corrupted 

B 2 tho- 


cc 
. 


oe 


thorow Proceſs of Time; namely, a 
Relation of the Martyrdom of Ig- 
natins, and ſeven Epiltles of Igna- 
tins * all theſe miraculouſly difcover- 
ed to Pronius (the good) by Poly- 
carp, after his Death, It ſhould 
leem, Polycarp could not reſt, even 
in Ret 3 nor be bleſſed, in Blefſed- 
neſs 3 till he had broke from the 
Abodes of Bliſs, and appeared to 
(honeſt) Pionins , to make known 
to-him, where theſe Golden Remains 
were to be found, If we ſhould un- 
derſtand the Advertiſement fo, as ſay- 
ing that the Epiltle concerning Poly- 
carp's Martyrdom came to Pionins by 
Revelation; and the other Pieces and 
Epiſtles were collected by the proper 
Indufiry of Pionius: yet thus, the 
whole Colle&ion depends on the 
Credit of Pzonins, who with moſt, 
I doubt, has utterly ruined his Cre- 
dit, as a Publiſher of antient Monu- 
ments, by his Pretence that (at leatt) 
part of them are by Revelation. The 
Clowns will certainly cry out, Away 
with Impoltors : let Pzonias take his 
Bundle to himſelf, both his own 
Collection, and Polycarp?s Revela- 
tion; for coming trom him, we 
muſt needs believe them to be true 
alike! Could not this Knave (will 
they ſay) be content, to perſonate 
firſt the Church of Smyrna, in a moſt 
palpable Fiction 3 ten the Aiſiftants 
at the Martyrdom of Jgnatius, and 
finally Ignatius himſelf 3 but he muſt 
ſeek too to contirm his counterfeit 
Wares by Revelations from Heaven, 
by Viſtons and Apparitions of de- 
parted Saints * We demand Autho 
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rities out of the Antients concerning 
the (pretended) Divinity of our Sa- 
viour, from Writings and Monu- 
ments that are verified by ſome good 
humane Teſtimony, oux Oppoſers an- 
{wer-us out of Books, which ſome of 
their Fraternity received by Appari- 
tions, by Revelations from the Lead: 
but if once we allow of ſuch Proofs, 
what end will there be of Fictions ? 
The departed Saints were tirlt called 
up, to bear witneſs to certain Epi- 
ſtles and Books : but in the next Age, 
when the firſt Cheat had taken with 
many 3 they were made to witneſs to 
their Bones and Reliques, in order to 
their being #nſhrined and worſhipped ; 
this laſt ſort of Apparitions were eve- 
ry Whit as true, as the firſt. They 
will prove, they ſay, their (conſub- 
ſtantial co-eternal) Trinity, not on- 
ly from the Antenicene Fathers 3 but 
from the Apoſtolical Fithers, that is 
the Fathers that had Converſe with 
the very Apoſiles, and flouriſhed 
(ſome of them) to the Year 150: 
but when theſe Authors are produced, 
they are Barnabas the Apolile, the 
Prophet Hermas, the Martyrdoms 
and Epiſtles of Polycarp and Ignatime 3 
whereof the two tormer (we have 
ſeen) are rejected as ſpurious by the 
Catholick Church, the other are 
grounded on Viſions and Apparitions 
to one Pzonins. But let us conſider 
the Contents of thefe (pretious) 
Pieces, the Pionian Ke wihic, 

The Marty1dom of Polycarp faith, 
© That when the Fire began to blaze 
& to a great height; the Flame ma- 
© king an Arch, like the Sail of a 
« Ship 


&« Ship againſt « full Wind, incom- 
& paſgd the Martyr's Body at a di- 
« tance, without hurting it 3 while 
& from his Body proceeded a Smell, 
&« like to Frankincenſe, or ſome other 
« rich Spices. The tilt of theſe Mi- 
racles would make the Boys wonder, 
and ſhoutz and was of no farther 
uUfe': the other is yet more ſuſpicious, 
for could not the Afifiants diftinguiſh 
the Smell of Frankincenſe 3 no not 
from any other of the Oriental Sp:ces, 
tho both that and they were every 
day uſed (in thoſe times) in their 
Funeral Piles ? But the Tale goes on ; 
& When the Wicked ſaw, that the 
Martyr could not be hurt by the 
Fire, they commanded the Exe- 
cutioner to ſtick his Dagger into 
Polycarp, and fo diſpatch him : 
which the Hangman preſently did ; 
but behold two other Miracles, 
and (believe me) as credible as 
either of the former, For out of 
the Wound, which was in the 
Martyr's lide, ſprang a Live-dove z 
and then, ſuch a Torrent of Blood 
(out of the Body of an old Man, 
upwards of 86 Years) as wholly 
« extinguiſhed all that great Fire. 
This Text necds no Comment. 

The Martyrdom of wow affords 
another ſore of Wonders, Apparitt- 
ons and Viſions. For the Night in 


which he ſuffered, he appeared to the 
Chriſtians, who had atliſted at his 
Martyrdom : to ſome, as one ſweat- 
ing after hard Laboay;, to others, 
ftanding by the Lord, with much A(- 
ſurance, and in unſpeakable Glory 3 
but however, moli courteoufly and 
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lovingly zmbracing .them all, ?Tis 4 
Miracle, to me, that he had not 
done ſweating, now that he was ar- 
rived at Blefſedneſs 3 or do Souls (in 
their Etheria] Vehicles) ſweat ? But 
"(iS a greater Miracle, that appearing 
at Chritt's right Hand in Heaven, he 
could at the fame time imbrace (or 
ſeem to imbrace) thoſe upon Earth. 
As to the Epililes of Ignatias, con- 
fidering by whom they are faid to be 
written, - and to whom they are 
more marvellous than the Martyr- 
doms, IJgnatins was Biſhop at An- 
troch, where he was condemned to 
Martyrdom by the Emperor Trajan ; 
but was ſent to Reme, (guarded by 
ten Souldiers) to ſuffer there, in the 
Amphitheater. In the Amphithea- 
ter the Condemned fought with 
Beaſts, Lions, Leopards, and ſuch 
like, till one or the other were kil- 
led. And for this Reaſon, they choſe 
out of the Priſoners of War, and the 
Condemned, the moſt robuſt young 
Men, that cou!d make ſome Sport for 
the People, by the valiant Reliſtance 
they made to the Beaiis. Therefore 
here are two things very incredible ; 
that Ignatius, a decrepid old Man, 
for he had bcen a* Bithop above 40 
Years, ſhould be condemned (con- 
trary to Cuttom, and to the Inten- 
tion of thoſe Sports) to fight the Li- 
ons, And next, that in order there=- 
to, he {hould be ſent wich ten Scul- 
diers (leſt be ſhould maſter, and get 
away from four or five) to guard him, 
above 1500 Miles, To what pur- 
poſe ſhould they be at fo vaſt a Charge, 
eſpecially. when it had been more pro 
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per, and more effectual to their pur- 
poſe, to execute him in his own Ci- 
ty of Antioch ? The (pretended) E- 
piſiles however ſuppoſe all this 3 they 
are written to divers Churches, as 
the Cld Man paſſes from. Antioch to 
Rome, to fight the Lions : and cither 
theſe Epitiles muſt be granted to be 
forged, or we mult admit theſe (ex- 
travagant incredible) Suppoſitions, 
But the Epifiles themlelves more 
plainly diſcover the Impoliture. 

That to the Romans is chiefly, and 
almoſt wholly imployed, in adviling 
and intreating the Chriſtians of Rome, 
that they ſhould not reſcue him from 
the Execution, but permit him to 
andergo his Sentence. The true /g- 
natins could never write ſuch an ab- 
ſurd thing, Was it ever heard of, 
that Chrittians attempted to reſcue 
their Martyrs onthe contrary, Mar- 
tyrdom was reckoned (in thoſe days) 
the very higheſt Glory of a Chrifiian: 
and it was the Indeavour of Chriſti- 
ans who aſliſtted at Martyrdoms, to 
incourage the Martyrs, by all pofſ- 
ble ways, to ſuffer couragiouſly 3 in 
ſhort, they would as little have reſcu- 
ed a Martyr, as they would bave com- 
witted Sacrilege. Belides, were the 
Number and Power of the Chnitiians 
at Rome, in thoſe early times, ſo 
conliderable, that they might reaſo- 
nably attempt ſo bold an Action, as 
to attack the Amphitheater, and the 
Imperial Guards, on behalf of a Priſo- 
ner ? Jenatius perfectly knew the 
contrary to all this; and therefore 
could not be Author of an Epiſtle, 
which ſuppoſes theſe Follies, 
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The Epiſile to the Epbeſians Ys full 
of weak things. He tells them there, 
with equal Sillineſs and Falſhood, 
that the Virginity of Mary, her Deli- 
very, and the Death ot Chriſt, the 
three great Myſteries (ab be) of 
the Goſpel, were kept concealed from 
the Devil ;, and done in {ecret by 
God. He adds, that the Star, which 
appeared before our Saviour*s Nativi- 
ty, did exceedingly outſhine the Sun, 


- andall other Lights of Heaven. Pio- 


nius did not confider 3 that if fo, jt 
would not - have been called a Star, 
but another Sun: and that there 
would have been no Night in Judea, 
till this Star diſappeared. 

But ſee, how they have made a 
dying Man, a Biſhop and Saint of the 
firſt Age of Chriſtianity, complement 
with the Church of the Magneſians-: 
& I have been judged worthy to ſee 
« you, by Damus, your moſt excel- 
* lent Biſhop z by your very worthy 
&« Presbyters, Baſſus and Apollonins; 
© and by my Fellow-Servant Socio, 
& your Deacon : In whom I rejoice, 
& becauſe he is ſubject to his Biſhop 
&« as to the Grace of God; andto 
© the Presbytery, as to the Law of 
&« Chriſt. Who ſees not, that this 
is more like 4 Maſter of the Cereme- 
nies, than an'Apoſtolical Biſhop, and 
a primitive Martyr ? In the ſame Epi- 
ſtle, he exhorts them not to obſerve 
the Sabbaths: but it is certain that the 
Sabbaths were obſerved, together 
with the Lord's Day, till after the 
Times of Great Conſtantine; it 
is not likely, the true [grating 
would oppoſe the Cuſtom and 
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Praftice of the Ulnivetſal Church. 

To 'the Trallians he faith, that the 
Deacons are to be reverenced 4s Feſw 
Chrift ; the Biſhops, as God the Fa- 
ther ;, the Presbytery, «s the College 
of Apoſtles, A complicated Blaſphe- 
my! He'tells them afterwards, that 
their particular Biſhop is ſuch, that 
his very Look # inſtrutive. He that 
writes thus of Biſhops and Church- 
men, maſi needs be an approved Do- 
Gor ; but 1 dare almoſt to give thern 
my corporal Oath, he never was a 
Decor of the fmt Age. 

Writing to the Philippians, he 
forgets not (his uſual and conſtant 
Cuftom) to claw their Biſhop. Your 
Biſhop, ſaith be, is able to: do more 
by ins Silence, than others by their 
Speech, There are many Biſhops 
Rill of this mind 3 but our Saviour's 
Motto was, Ay Sheep hear my Yoice. 
- To the Smyrneans he ſays 3 © Tis 
& a good thing to be ſubject ro'God, 
& and to the Biſhop. Then he ſa- 
lates their wery worthy Biſhop ; their 


venerable Presbyrery;, your Deacons 


my Fellow- Servants ;, the very excel- 
lent Daphnus and Eutychus, 
Thelalt Epilile is to Polycarp 3 and 
tho he writes to a Biſhop, not to a 
Church, he cannot torbear his (odi- 
ous) Daubings. *©* He that thinks, 
& ſays this Pſendo-Martyr, that he 
& knows more than his Bifhop, is 
© ruined : Hearken to the Biſhop, 


© that God may hearken to you.* In. 


the Conclufion of this Epiſile, as if 
he 'were a Prophet, he ſays; my 


Grace be with Attalus, and with thee 


Polycarp. A ſtrain which, fome will 


think, exceeds the Fulneſs ef the 4- 
poftolical Charatter ;, which this Im- 
poſtor afſumes in the Epiſile to the 
Trallians : 1 ſalute you, ſaith be to the 
Trallians, in the Fulneſs of the Apo- 
ſtolical CharaQter. In fhort, no one 
can read theſe Epiftles, with Jadg- 
ment and impartially, but he will 
ſee, what was the Aim of the For- 
ger of them3 namely, under the ve- 
nerable Authority and Name of Jg- 
natins, to magmiy the Reverence and 
Reſpe&t belonging to Church-men. 
This is the Beginning, Middle, and 
End of all theſe Epitiles 3 except on- 
ly that to the Romans; where (to 
cover his Deſign, and difcover his 
Folly) he only adviſes the Chriftians, 
not to reſcnue him from the Imperial 
Guards. 

Theſe are all the Apoſtolical Fa- 
thers and Writings, that our Oppo- 
fers can multer up, during the firſt 
150 Years of Chrifiianity ; that is, 
to the Times, when the Socinians 
(and all Proteſtants) confeſs, that 
the Faith began to be attually cor- 
rupted. 1 have proved, that the 
Monuments they have to produce, 
are unqueliionably and inconteftably 
counterfeit z and therefore ] do not 
think my ſelf concerned, to examine 
the (few and impertinent) Paſſages, 
alledged out of them by Dr. Bull - 
but before I proceed to his other ap= 

ed Dottors, is but reaſonable 
that I ſhould have leave, to ſearch 
what Authors and Books of theſe 
ttmes, of which we are ſpeaking, fa- 
vonred the Unitarians 3 and particu» 
lazly the Socinianss The Queftion 
between 


betweem Dr. Ball, and the Unitari- 
ans, is. what. (genuine) -Monu- 
ments or Remains there are, of the 
Period which Church-Hiſtorians have 
called the Apsſtolical Succeſſion : that 
is, of the Time in which thoke Do- 
Qors of the Church, who had con- 
verſed with the Apoſtles, and recel- 
ved the pure Faith of the Goſpel 
from their very Mouths, flouriſhed ? 
And whether thoſe Remains or Mo- 
numents do favour the Unicarians, or 
the Trinitarians; whether they teach 
the Do&tine of one God, or of three ? 
We have ſcen what Dr. Bull can pro- 
duce for their (pretended) Trinity ; 
his Apoſtle Barnabas, the Prophet 
Hermas ;, both of them rejected, as 
falſe and fooliſh, by the Catholick 
Church : Next, the Revelations of 
Pionins ;, that is, the Martyrdoms of 
Polycarp and Ignativs, and their Epi- 
ſiles, all which being almoſt periſhed 
and worn out by Time, were re- 
vealed to Pionize by one from the 
Dead. It is true, our Oppoſers ha- 
ving been ſo long Maſters, have made 
uſe of their Power, to deſtroy and 
aboliſh (as much as was poſlible) 
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whateyer Monuments of thoſe firſt 
Timcs, that (too notorjouſly), con- 
tradied the Innovations in the 
Faith, that were made by the Coun- 
cils of Nice, Conſtantinople and Chal- 
cedon : yet. as there is no Battel fo 
bloody and crue],- but ſome (tho ic 
may be a very few) have the good 
luck to eſcape trom the Maſſacre ;. fo 
from this Perſecution of Books and 
Writings, ſome (illuſtrious) Teſti- 
monies and Witneſſes to the Truth, 
are come down even to our Times. 
Theſe are, the Apoſiles Creed ; an 
unqueſtioned Epiſtle, of St. Clemens 
Romanuas ;, the Accounts given (by 
unſuſpeed Hitiorians) of the Na- 
zarens or Ebionites, the Mineans, and 
the Alogi, who all held as the Soci- 
nians now do, concerning God and 
the Perſon of our Saviour 3 the Re-- 
cognitions of St. Clemens, which tho. 
(it may be) they are not rightly im- 
puted to him, yet are a molt antient 
Book, and ſerve to ſhow what was 
the current Doctrine of thoſe Times z 
they are cited by Origen in divers 
Places, by Enſebins, Atkanafins, and 
others. 


Of the Apoſtles Creed. 


Oncerning the Apoſiles Creed, 

we mult reſolve two Queſti- 
ons : What it teaches; and who 
were the Compilers of it? To the 
- firſt, the Creed it ſelf anſwers ; © I 
«© bcl eve in one God; ſo this Creed 
was antiently read both in the Eaſt 


and Weſt ;, * the Father, ' Almighty, 
© Maker of Heaven and Earth, Wh 
theſe Words the Father is characer*d 
by theſe Names, Properties and At- 
tributions ; that he is God, the one 
God, Almighty, and Maker of Hea- 
ven and Earth. 

Con. 


Concerning the Lord Chrif, it 
faith, * And in Jeſus Chrifi, his 
& only Son (Gr. (wav avi, only be- 
«© gotten Son) our Lord, -So the 
Characters of our Savicur, are 3 that 
he is (not the one God, but) the 
only begotten Son of the only (or one) 
God, and that he is owr Lord, Our 
| Lord he is, as he is our Saviour, 
Teacher, and Head of the Church 
both in Heaven and Earth. He is 
called the only begotten Son of the on- 
ly - (or one) God, to diſtinguiſh him 
from all other Sons of God 3 from 
Angels, who were (not begotten, 
but) created Sons; from Holy Men, 
who are adopted Sons; and from 
Adam, who is called the Son of God, 
not becauſe he was generated or be- 

otten, but made or tormed by God 
Fin immediately, Well, but it 
may be this only-begotten Son of 
God, is an only-begotten Son in 
ſome higher Senſe 3 and namely, by 
eternal Generation, from the Sub- 
fiance or Eſſence of God ; whereby 
he is God, noleſs than the Father is 
God. But the Compilers of this 
Creed knew nothing, or however 
have ſaid nothing, of any ſuch Ge- 
neration : fo far from that, they de- 
ſcribe his Generation, and his Perſon, 
by humane Charafters, and by fſweb 
only, Every thing that they fay here, 
either of his Perſon or Generation, 
is not only humane ; but snconſiſtent 
with Devinity, He was conceive 
(fay they) of the Holy Ghoſt, born 
of the Virgin Mary; was crucified, 
dead, and buried; he aroſe again 
from the Dead, aſcended into Hea- 
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ven fitteth on the right Hand of 
God, 5. &. s next in Dignity to God, 
Our very. Oppoſers confeſs, that eve- 
ry one of theſe is a Deſcription of a 
mere humane Perſon, and Generati- 
on ; even they acknowledg, that God 
cannot be conceived, be born, die, 
aſcend and leaſt of all, be at God's 
right Hand, or next to God: to be 
God and next to God, are wholly in- 
conſiſtent, 

There is no anſwering here 3 that 
the (before-mentioned) are intend- 
ed, only as the Characters of our Sa- 
viour*s Humane Nature. For a 
Creed being an Inſtitution (or In- 
ſirucgion) what we are to believe in 
the main and fundamental Articles of 
Religion; - eſpecially concerning the 
Perſons of the Father, Son, and Ho- 
ly Spirit : if the firſt is deſcribed as 
the one (or only) God; and the 
Son, only by Characters that ſpeak 
him a mere Man, and are utterly in- 
compatible with Divinityz it re- 
mains, that the Compilers of the 
Creed, really intended, that we ſhould 
believe the Father is the one God ; 
and the Son a mere Man, tho not s 
commer: Man, becauſe conceived (not 
of Man but) of the Holy Spirit, 
which is the Power and Energy of 
God. If they had meant, or but 
known, that the Son and Spirit are 


eternal and divine . Perſons, no leſs 


than the Father they have done to 


d both of them the greateſt (poſſible) 
Wrong : becauſe in the ſame Creed 
in which they. declare, that they be- 
lieve that the Father is the one God, 
Almighty, and Maker of Heaven and 
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Earth z they believe the, Son, was 
conceived, born, died, deſcended in- 
to Mell, aſcended into Heaven, is next 


to God, that is, they believe he is 4 


mere Man; and concerning the Spi- 
ritthey believe no higher thing, than 
of _the Church, we believe in the Ho- 
ly Spirit and. in the Holy Catholick 
Church. It js evident then, and in- 
conteſiable by any fair . and  fincere. 
Conſideterz that whoever made this 
Creed, either they did not know 
that any other Perſon but the Father. 


is -God, or Almighty,, or Maker ,of . 


Heaven [and Earth : or they tave 
negligently or wickedly concealed it. 
The Latter is a Suppolition, that , 
none will make; therefore the other 
is the Truth of the Matter : and it xe- 
mains only, that we. enquire, who 
were the Fratners of this Creed ? 
The Creed that bears the Name of. 
the Apoſtles Creed, was always reck- 
oned both.by Fathers and Moderns, 
to - be really compoſed by the Apo- 
files; for a Ryle of Uviformity a- 
mong themſelves .in their Preachivg,. 
and .of .Faith to all the Converts : 


tilkabout the middle of this preſent. 


Age, G. 7. Yoſſi publiſhed a Book; 
wherein he denies, . that either the. A- 
poliles, or the 120 Diſciples. (wbo 


are mentioged As 1. 15. and who. 


alſilted: and voted: with the Apoliles 
in publick Matters) were Authors uf 
this Creed. - He thinketh, it was ow 
ly the Creed of the particular Church 
of Rome; and that the Original: of. it 
was this. Becauſe.it was the-Cuftom 
to interrogate Perſons that were to be 
baptized, whether . they believed tn 
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God the, Father, inthe -Lord Ghri 


the Son. of God, and in the Holy 


Gholtz in whoſe, Names Baptilm.is 


adminiſixed ; therefore in proceſs of - 


Time it became a Form of Confelli- 
on, for Perſons who were admitted 
to Baptiſm, to fay ; I believe in God 
the Father, in Jeſus Chriſt his only- 
begotten Son, and in the Holy Ghoſt. 
Afterwards, ſome few more Words 
were added to theſe,. as a fuller. De- 
{cription both of the Father and. Son; 
and as Herefies grew, up, new Arti- 
cles weze. added to yy, ie in op- 


poſition, to.them z and. to diſtinguiſh: 


Catholicks from, Hereticks, 
all Hexeticks and. Schiſmaticks in..ge- 


Againſt. 


neral, this Article was made ; 7 be-.. 


lieve ,in the Holy. Catbolickh Chwch < 
againſt, the , Secs. of the Gnoſticks, 
this Article, I believe ,the Reſurretti» 
on of the Body,. This.,is the Con- 
jeGure of Yoſſjme.. 

Becauſe it was {o evident, that this 


Creed.,makes. only the  Father.to be, 
God, and that. it ſpeaks of _the San,, 
by only humane ,Charatters, and fays .. 
Not the leali- Word of the Divinity of : 
the -Holy Spirit ; therefore this Book. 


of Feoſſine was received with a mighty 
Applauſe, among all the Denomina- 
tions. of Trinitarians 3 Papiſts, Lu» 


thexans, .Calviniſis, and: all others, 


They ..ſaw themiclves delivered by 


this Book, from ſuch an Allegation 
and Authority againtt the DoQtrine of - 


the Trinity 3 as was. more than.cqui- 
valent,. toall their (pretended) Proofs 
from. the. Fathers, or from the Holy 
Scriptures,, For. what arc all. the Fa- 
thers,. if indeed. they. wac all of their 


lide > 


- 


*- < 
ſide ; when. oppoſed by the College 
6f Apoſtles ? . And what are ſome in. 
cidental ,and very dubious Exprelli- 
ons, of ſome particular Writer of 
Holy Scripture ; againſt a Creed, 
compoſed by the Concurrence and 
'Conſent cf all the Apoitles, and of 
their Senate (or Council) the CXX ? 
A Creed, in .which they, not inci- 
dentally (in which caſe, Men often 
ſpeak Tooſly and incorrectly) but pro- 
feſſedly and deſignedly declare, what 
is the true Faith ro. be believed by all 
Chriſtians concerning the Father, 
Son, and Holy Spirit, I fay, for this 

Reaſon *tis not to be much wondred, 
that Voſſius his Book was ſo kindly 
received ; or that the Trinitarians,. of 
whatſoever Perſwaſion, have (gene- 
rally) ever ſince followed the Con- 
jeQure of Yoſſiue. If now and then 

a learned Man has diſſented from the 

new Opinion ; he has always been 

laugh*d cut of Countenance by the 

Croud of Pretenders to . Learning. 

poſſi fays Rs 

t. St, Luke, in his As of the A- 
poſiles, would never have omitted fo 
rherhofable a Tranſaction; as the 
compiling a Creed by all the Apo- 
ſtles, for a Rule of Dorine-to them- 
ſelves ind their Succeſfſors in the Pa- 
ſtoral Office, and of Faith to the Con- 
verts. He has ſet down many leſſer 

Matters, the E'\etion of Mathias in- 

to the Apoſtolate of Fudas; the Con- 

cluſion of the Apoliles and Elders, 
aſſembled in Council, concerning the 

Ritual and Judicial Parts of the Mo- 

faick Law ; and even divers petty 

Matters, relating only to private Per- 
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ſons: and-ts it credible, that he ſhould 
not fay a Word of the Rule of Faith ; 
of a Creed, made by the joint Con- 
ſent of all the Apotiles, and intended 
for the general and perpetual Llle of 
both Paſtors and People ? But betides: 
that this Creed is never ſpoke of, in 
the As none of the Apoliles men- 
ticn, or ſo much as allude, or refer to 
it, in any of their Epiſtles: it is in- 
credible, not to ſay impoſlible, that 
there ſhould not be ſo much as 4 hint 
given of this Creed, .in all the Apo- 
ſtolick Writings -if indeed it had 
been compoſed by the Apoſiles, as 
their Joint Work, for the Uſe of the 
whole Catholick Church. 

There are abundance of falſe Steps 
made, in this reaſoning of Yoſſixs. 
(1) It is evident enough, that di- 
vers molt important Matters were 9 
dained, by the joint Council and a. 
thority of the Apoliles and the CXX, 
which yet St. Zacke did not think ne- 
ceſſary to be inſerted, into his Hiſtory 
of the Preaching, Travels, and Per- 
ſecutions of the Apoſiles, The Infti- 
cution of the Lord's Day, -inftead of 
(or with) the Sabbath (or ſeventh 
Day) appointed by God himſelf in 
the 4th Commandment ; -the Form 
of Church-Government; whether you 
will ſay by Biſhops, or by a Presby- 
tery, or in the Independent Way 
the ſolemn manner of ordaining the 
Church-Paſtors, by Impoſition of 
Hands, and Prayer made for them ; 
the Love-Feaſts, the Holy - Kiſs : all 
theſe, every one will confeſs, are In- 


-ſtitutions, not of one Apolile, but of 


the College of Apoliles and their 
C 2 Coun- 


Council the CXX ; and yet St. Luke 
has not told us, either when or by 
whom they were ordained, but is as- 
filent of their Inſtitution by the Apo- 
files, as of- their compoſing the 
Creed. (2):'Tis not hard to gueſs 
at the Reaſon, why none of theſe 
(great): Matters, or the compiling 
the Creed, are particularly recorded 
in the Acts of the Apoſiles - namely, 
becauſe-they- are not bare Memorrs, 
or tranſient things; but ſuch as were 
to be kept up, and perpetuated, by 
Example and Pratiice. Every one 
ſees, that the Lord's Day, the Form 
of- Church-Polity or Government, 
the. Ordination of Church-Paſtors, 
the Love- Feaſts, and- the Holy Kiſs, 
are Inſtitutions:that needed not to be 
recorded : . becauſe the conſtant and 
univerſal Practice of them, . by: the 
Apoſtles and the whole Church, was 
- more effeQtual to preſerve them, than 
any Regiſer- or - Hiſtory would be. 
The like-is as evident, of the Creed ; 
it was: to be orally tanught to every 
Convert, in every Place, as the Mark 
of their Chriſtianity *- therefore being 
committed to ſo many: Witneſſes and 


Memories; it was conſidered, not as a 
tranſient thing (of which there was 


Danger that it might go into Oblivi- 


- Ony If not recorded) but as laid up. 


ſafely -in the Minds and Memories of 
all - the Faithful.- Farther, *tis an 
Obſervation-made by all Church-Hi- 


ftorians, that the Antients (of a long, : 


time) purpoſely forbore to commit 
the. Creed. to Writing ; partly, be- 
cauſe they would not expoſe the My- 
fixries of Religion, to the Contempt, 
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Raileries and Oppoſition of the Hea-- 
then: partly, to oblige their own- 
People,. to be more careful to learn it 
exactly, To this purpoſe, . they cite, 
among, divers othiers, the Teſtimony 
of St. Ferom, Epiſt. ad Pam. © In 
« the Creed, ſays' St. Jerom there, 
« which is not written with Ink and: 
« Paper ;, but on the (fleſhly) Ta- 
& bles of the Heart, (3) It is not 
true, what Yoſſizs adds, that the A- 
poſiles do not ſeem to allude or refer 
to this Creed, in any of their Epi- 
ſtles. St. Paul ſays, Rom. 6. 17. Te 
bave- obeyed (from the Heart ) the 
Form of ſound Doftrine, which was 
delivered to you. «The TuTts Sie 


#, Exemplar (or Form) of Bo-- 


rine- (here) cannot be better inter- 
preted, than of the common Creed. 

It ſeems alſo to be meant, Rom. 
12. 6. Let bim that propheſieth (or, 
preacheth) preach, xgT avxnroyiay 
TiG*ws, according to the Analogy 
(or, the Rule) of Faith. The Scrip- 
tures of the * New . Teſtament not be- 
ing yet written, the Chriſtian's Ryle 
of” Faith could be no other but the 
Creed ; which ( accordingly ) by 


the moſt antient Fathers is expreſly * | 


called Regula fidei, the Rule of Faith. 

1 Tim. 6. 20. O Timothy, keep, 
THY TUE GX07R I av, the Dipeſe 
tum, (or, the thing. committed to 


thy Truſt) and turn not aſide. | The 


Depoſitum or Truſt, fxom which Ts- 
mothy might not turn afide, .is (ge- 
mae and very rcafonably) under- 
ſtood by Interpreters, to be the true 


Doctrine or Faith of the Goſpel: 


- but if ſo, *tis very probable, that the 
A 


pg- - 
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Apoſile / intended more particularly 
the Rule" of Faith, the Creed com- 
poſed by all the Apoſiles. 

2 Tim. 1. 13, © Hold faſt the Form 
& of ſound Words ; which thou didit 
<« hear of me, Heb: 5. 12. Where- 
&« 25 ye ought (for the time) to have 
© been Teachers 3 ye have need, that 
«- one teach you: again the firſt Prin- 
« ciples- of the DoQtrines (not; the 
© Oracles) of God, Heb. 6. 1. 
& Leaving the Prenciples of the Do-- 
«- ftrine of Chriſt, let us go on to- 
& Perfection, Here the Form of 
ſound Words; and the firſt Princi- 
ples, and again the Principles of 


the Dottrine of Chriſt, are Ex- 


preſfions ſo (molt properly) ap- 


' plicable to the Creed 3 that it was 


too much Boldne(s (or Inadvertence) 
in Yoſſi, to affirm directly,- that: 


| there is no Allaſjon-to the Creed inall 


the Apoſtolick 'Writings : * one may 
ſay, they not only allude, but ev 
point-to it; | 
And what doesSt. Jude - (ſolikely)” 
mean, in theſe Words; Fude'3. 
« Farneſtly contend for the Faith, 
&. once delivered to the Saints : for 
& there are certain Men crope in, 
« —denying the only God; and our 
"= Lerd* ef Chrift It is highly 
credible, that' by the Faith delivered- 
to- the Saints, he means the Creed: 
that was given out by the Apoſtles, 
toall their Churches. And does he 
not-refer to the two firſt ' Articles: of- 
it, ' in theſe Words 3 for-certain Men 
are *crope in, who deny* the only- 


4 


| (or one) God, .and the. Lord: Jeſus: 


Gbrift 2 
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2. Voſſius his next Argument is 
yet more weak ; nay, perfectly ridi- 
culous. If this Creed, ſaith bg, had 
been- made (and fo thought t0. be) 
by the Apoliles ; the Church: would 
never have preſumed, to add any 
thing to it z and much leſs, to take 
ought from it. 

Iknow not what he means, - by-ta- 
king ought from it; it doth not ap-. 
pear, that any thing has been taken 
from it: it is-till che ſame, for all. 
that I know, or have ever read, as at 
firſt, But they-would-not have ad- 
ded 3 by this he means the Creeds of 
Nice, of Cop——_ and Chal- 
cedin by making of which Creeds, 
*tis manifeſt that divers things were 
added to the firſt Creed, namely-the 
Creed- of the Apoſiles, I anſwer, . 
(1) The Fathers in: theſe. Councils 
excuſed themſelves, by pretending, . 
their Creeds were only Explications - 
of the antient Faith, or Creed, They. 
profeſſed, -to Keep cloſe to the Old 
Faith'z without adding any thing to 


it: becauſe they added not any mew 


Articles ;, but only more largely and 
fally explained the: old ones. In. 
ſhort, they came off from this Excep- 
tion of Yoſſiw ;- as they thought 3- by 


callingtheir Additions, bythe Name- 
of Explications and Declarations, - 


not of Additions. But (2) If they 
had direQtly faid ; that they thought 
ft to inlarge the-Creed: made-by the 
Apolites, - by. ſorne other. Dodtrines 
taken from -the- New- Teftament : 1 
do not think, that''this is the wort 
thing, of” the' kind; that Mother 
Church.ever did, 


thei 


*Fis. known to all. 
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the World, that ſhe. has added to, 
and taken away, :from the Sacraments 
and. the -Scriptures : thegefore 'cis,no 
ſuch great wonder, if alſo ſhe turned 
her own DoEtrines juto Ciceds 3 and 
mingled her Articles, with the Arti- 
cles of the Apdliles. 
From the Sacrament of the Sup- 
per, ſhe hath taken away theiCup 3 
and in the fame Sacrament has 
changed unleavened Bread into lea- 
vened, The Sacrament of Baptiſm 
ſhe hath wholly changed, turning it 


Into the-mitnical Rite of ſprinkliyg > 


and alſo added the Crots, to that 
(falſe) Baptiſm which ſhe admini- 
- liers. 

As for the Scriptures, all learned 
Criticks (evenof thei Trinitatian Per- 
{waſjon) agree, that abundance of 
Words, and ſpme-whole Texts have 
been added. *'Tis unconteſiable, 
that\they have added ; there are three 


' that bear Record in Heaven, the Fa-. 


ther, the WORD, ,and the Holy 
Ghoſt, and-thaſe three, gre one. It 


was exprelly denicd at the firſt Coun- - 


cil of Nice it ſelf, that the Apoſile 
Paul (aid, Great is the Myſtery of 
Godlineſs, G O D was manifeſted im 
the Fleſh but, which (which My- 
fiery) was manifeſted, by Flelb 3 
namely, by the Lord Chriſt, and che 
Apoſtles. And to omit many other 


(certain and yieided) Depravations 
of Scripture, both by adding and 
omitting : there are ſhrewd Pieſump- 
tions, that to-the Jaſtitution of Bap- 
tiſm, by our;Saviqury/,jh' the Goſpel 
of St. Matthew; theſe Words h:ve 
been added, In the Name of the Fa- 
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.ther,. and of-the San, avd of the Holy 
, Gboſt. It, appenrs inthe \Adts, and 

piſtles of - the , Apalzles, that the, A- 
Poſttes | never baptized in that .Form 
of Words, but.only «2 the. Name of 
.the Loid Feſws. But we need no 
mare but the Teſtimony of one of 
their own Hiſcorians, St. Epiphanins , 
.cangeming the. Fidelity of the Church 
(as the prevailing Party always calls 
it ſelf) in preterving pure and intire 
the Orcacles of God. Epiphanins 
owns in direct -terms, that the'Or- 
thodox ur ut of their -Bjbles ſome 
;Paflages' of, Scripture, -which they 
liked not : and the Bibles of his time, 
that had not been ſo uſed, this .good 
Facher (roundly) calls them, the 
Bibles that bave not been retiified. 


.Ancar. n, 31. 


. 3- Vos faith farther, that none 
of the 'Eccleliaſtical Hiſtorians, tho 
they have ſet down the Creeds.made 
in Councils, have,txecorded the Creed 
of the Apoſtles: thus Socrates and 


.others .rQgifter not 'only the Creeds 


made in: legitrmmate Councils, but 
even thoſe by the ,Arian Councils; 
but they have not a Word of the Apo- 
ſtles Creed, To this, I ſay, x. Sp. 


. Crates, - and the Hiſtorians that folow 


him, begin their Hiſtories (at ſoon- 
eſt), no higher, . than the Converſion 
of Great Conſtantine to the Chriſtian 
Faith, Therefore ?tis no wonder, 
that tho they -record the Creeds in 
order, as they were compoled; by the 
Councils.that afſembled yngder; Great 
Conftanizyue, aud. his. Succeflprs : yet 


,\they., .ay mothing of the Apoſtles 


Creed, which belonged to a Period 
300 


309: Years .older-than the times of 
which thefeHiftoxians write. '2: Yoſ- 


ſince. has , nat :asked 3 why: Euſehine,. . 


the, oldeſt of .theEccleliaſtical Hiſtori- 
ans; and who begins his Hiftory from 


the: very firſt, has: not mentioned or- 


recited the, Apoſtles Creed 3 becauſe 
he foreſaw, it, would, be anſwered ; 
that Eiſebius was a thorow-paced 
Arian, a great Oppoſer.of Afarcelius. 
Biſhop,of, Angyre (againſtwhom-alſo. 
he particularly: wrote) whoheld the 
Dogtrine that the Socinians now do z 
thegetore perceiving, that the Apoſtles 
Creed was as, much againſc the Arians 
- as the flomo-ouliansand that it-whol- 
ly faypured.; Marcellus, he forbore.to. 
take, notice -of it in his Hiſtory, I 
(hall grant: that .Exſebiza-was a moſt 
learned ;Hiſtqriangi.and |that:we are 
extremely. inv his debt, for the Col-. 
Ie&ion of.- antient. Monuments and- 
Mcmairs he has, left -to us: but 1 
could give, and. hereafter ſhall.;give, 
divers Inſtances,. of -his.defigned ſup-- 
preſſing. whatſoever. , of : Antiquity,” 
that. favoured the Nazarene and. Mi-- 
nean (or a5 we-naw ſpeaks: the: Socie. 
nian) Doctrine, oe 

4. The laſt Argument..of Yoſſre, 
is propounded by (the -prelenc; ta-. 
mous) Montieur 4d# Pin. ( in his 
Eccl, Hiſt <6. 1. p. 9.) mw moreadvan- 


tageous Terms and Manner tharr by- 


Voſſius : 1 will therefore examine it," 
as Mr. du, Pin nas offer 'd it, He lays, 


that *%is an Opinion eſtabliſh'd on. ve- 
ry good Grounds, that this Creed 
was mage by the Apnſtles.: bao that: 
they; wrote;. or dictated: it, wowdifor- 
word, .:juſt as. we: now-\have- it 3 he 
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thinks is very improbable.” He choſe- 
to propound his Opinion, atter: this- 
fallacious manner, that he mightinoe 

be talk*d of (it may be, be cenſured: 
by his Superiours) for maintaining: 
in terminis- an: Opinion, which might 
be judged to be: heretical. For in 
very deed, Mti du Pin does: not only- 
ot -beheve, that: the- Apoliles wrote 

this Creed word for word, as we now: 

have-it z but he thinks, they were 

not Authors of it at all, in any Senle 3 - 
according, to him, the - Apoſiles net- 

ther-made; nor deſigned / to make-a - 
Creed, He faith indeed; that *tis an- 
Opinion eftabliſk?d on very -good ' 
Grounds, that * the- Apoſtles made- 
this-Creed ; and + the Propolition he * 
undertakes to prove, is only this, 


\ that the- Apoſtles did- not' write: this - 


Creed word for word; juſt as we wow 
have it: buthis Arguments (which 

are the ſame-with thoſe: of Yoſſi). 
aimratthis3 that. the ApoRiles neither: 
wrote, nor intended 'to write any \. 
Creed at all. I have already conkhi- - 
dered- all: his Arguments, but only. 


\the4aft ; which- both he and Yofſtus 


(feem to) ſ{uppoſe- tobe the firon-- 
geit 5 in truth, it is the weakelti, as: 
being made- up of Accounts that are - 
(co9 notorioutly) falſe 3 it is this. 

If the Apoſiles had made a Creed; 
faith Mr..ds Pi, it would have been : 
found the ſame in all Churches, of. 
all Ages: all Chriftians'would have - 
learnt it by Heart ;, all Churches, and 
all Writers,--would haverrepeated- it, 


m the farge manner 'and 4n- the ſame-- 


terms. But the contrary is evident, 
for not only in-the 2d and:3d Centu- 
ries, , 


xies, but in the- 4th alſo there were 
many Creeds 3 and all, tho the ſame 
as to Do&rine, yet different in the 
Expreſſion, In the 2d and 3d Ages 
we tind as many Creeds as Authors : 
which ſhows that there was not then 
any Creed that was reputed to be the 
Apoſtles ; or even any regulated or 
eſtabliſh'd Form of Faith. For Jre- 
news exhibits one Creed, 1:6. 1. C. 2. 
and another, lb. 1. c.19. Tertul- 
lian makes uſe of three ſeveral Creeds, 
in his Books de Preſcriptione, contra 
Praxeam,. and de Virgin. -velanas. 
See alſo. Origen peri Archon, lib, 1. 
& Dial. contr. Mare. Ruffinus in 
the.4th Age, compares three antient 
Creeds, of Aquileia, Rome, and the 


Orient z none of which agree per- 


f.aly .wich the common one, nor 
with one another: as will appear 
(faith he) by the Table, containing 
the 4 Creeds, at the End of this Dif- 
courſe. St. Cyril of Ferufalem (in 
his Catechetick LeQures) gives us a 
particular Creed, uſed by the Church 
of Feruſalem , when this Father 
wrote. 'The Authors alſo that have 
explained the Creed, as St. Auſtin, 
Serm. 119. St. Maximus, Chryſolo- 
gu, Fortunatus, omit ſore Expreth- 
ons that are found in the Apolſiles 
Creed as we now have it ; as the Life 
everlaſting : and St. Ferom ſays, that 
the Apoliles Creed concludes with 
the Reſurrettion of the Body; but 
now it concludes with the Life ever- 
laſting. Laſily, he ſaith, that Ruffi- 
nw is the firſt, and only Perſon of 
the 5:b Century, who aſſerts that the 
Creed was compoſed by the Apoliles 3 
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and he propoſes his Opinion, only as 
a Matter -that depended m. poputier 
Tradition: the-other Authors that 
are of this Opinion; - be-ſaith, took 
it up on the Credit of Ruffinw ; and 
are.too late in time, to be admitted 
as Witneſſes in this Queſtion, about 
the Authors of the Creed called the 
Apoſiles. 

Never was there lefs Truth, -in fo 


-many Words ; 1I ſhall therefore diſ- 


culs very particularly, all that he hath 
ſaid. He faith; (x) If the Apoſtles 
had made a Creed, all Churches and 
all Writers would have repeated it, in 
the ſame Manner and Terms. That 
all Churches repeated it in the fame 
Terms and Manner, we affirm ; -nor 
will Mr. ds Pin ever prove the con- 
trary. That all Writers ſhould re- 
peat it in the ſame Manner and 
Terms, is a childiſh Suppoſition : for 
ſometimes they have occaſion to re- 
peat but part of zt ; ſometimes they 
repeat it Paraphraſtscally, thereby to 
put on it 'their own Interpretation. 
Therefore *tis but weakly urged by 
Mr. du Pin, that Irenews gives us two 
Creeds, Tertullian three, Origen yet 
another: for of theſe Writers, Ter- 
tullian (de Virgin. veland.) deſigned 
to repeat but only a part of the 
Creed 53 the fame Tertullian (de 
Preſcript. & contr, Prax, ) as alſo 
Ireneus and Origen repeat the Creed 
Paraphraſiically or Exegetically, that 
their Reader might take it in their 
Senſe. Tis to no purpoſe, that Mr. 
au Pin urges the Creed in St. Cyril, 
uſed in the Church of Feruſalem ; 


for no Body denies that after the 


Coun- 


Council of: Nice (that -is, after the 
Year'$25;) the- Nicene Creed, and 
the Creeds'rmade'in imitation of that, 
'were explained in many Places to the 
Youth and Catechumens, inſiead-of 
the Apoſiles Creed ; that People 
might be infected betimes, -with.that 
.Inhdelity which the Nicene Council 
had eſtabliſt®d and publiſh'd. 

But whereas he has given us a Ta- 
ble of -4 Creeds; namely, the Vul- 
gar, the Aquileian, that of Rome, 
and that of the Orient : We ought 

- to' thank him, for (implicitly) gi- 
ving up the Queſtion tous. The 
Reader is to know, that by the Ori. 
ent (in the Age of Ruffinws, from 
whom Mr. du Pin takes the Aqui- 
-leian; Roman. and Oriental Creeds) 
was meant the Eaſtern Part of the 
Roman Empire; namely, all the 
Provinces, that ſpoke the Greek 
Tongae 3 which is to ſay, all Ilyri- 
cum and Grecia, the Kingdoms and 
Provinces of. Aſia,” the Provinces and 
Kingdoms of Syria, as far as the 
Euphrates and Tigrs, Egypt, the 
Ilands in the Archipelago, Adriatick 
and Jonian Seas ; all theſe (being 
the better Moiety of the Roman Em- 
pire) were called the Orient. 
Church of Rome, tho ſhe was not 
( as ſhe now calls her ſelf ) the 45- 
fireſs;, yet being the Patriarchal 
Chair of all the Weſt, ſhe was the Ex- 
ample of the Churches of the Welt 
-Part of the Empire. I athrm now, 


that theſe two Creeds, as alſo that of 
Aquileia, perfectly agree with the 
Vulgarz by which he means the A- 
poltles Creed as we now have it. 
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The 
Preſent, fav 3 And in Jeſus Chriſt his 


Mr. 44 Pin's Table; which we con- 
fc(5 to be exaQt encugh, will ſhow us 
no-iffereuce, . but whac will confirm 
every intelligent Reader, that with- 
out peradventure they are all but one 
Creed, made by the ſame Author or 
Joint-Authors, Thete is more Dif- 
terence between the ten Command- 
ments, as recited by oſes at Excd. 
20, andas repeated again by the ſame 
Moſes at Dent. 5. than between theſe 
Creeds : Mr, d# Pin will ſooner per- 
{wade 'a prudent Reader that the 
10 Commandments in Dexteronomy 
were not the Commandments- ſpoke 
on Mount S:nat, and recorded Exod. 
20. than that the 4 Creeds in his 
Table are not the ſame, or came not 
from the ſame Hands. 

The whole Difference of the 4 
Creeds conliſts in theſe (unſigniti- 
cant) Words and Expreflions. The 
Oriental Creed ſaid, I believe in one 
God, the Father, Almighty, Inviſi- 
ble and Impaſſible. The Roman, I 
belicve in God the Father Almighty : 
and the Aquileian faid; I believe in 
one God, the Father, Almighty: 
the preſent (or Vulgar) Creed adds, 
Maker of Heaven and Earth. 

The Roman, and Aquileian, and 


only Son our Lord: the Oriental 
tran{poſes the word only, thus 3 and 
in our only Loxd Jefus Chriſt, his 
Son. 

The Oriental, Roman and Agui- 
leian ſaid, who was boin of the 
Holy Ghoti and of the Virgin Mary : 
the Preſent, by way of Explication ;- 


who was conceived of the Holy 
Ghoſt, 


Gholi, born of the Virgin 2/ary. 
The Oriental and Roman 4aid ; 
was crucified under Pontius Pilate, 
and was buried :- the Aquileian, cru- 
citied under Pontius Plate, buried, 
deſcended into Hell - the Preſent, 
crucified under Pontius Pilate, dead, 


buried, deſcended into Hell. But 
Rejcendit ad inferos, he deſcended to 
thoſe below, or as we render it anto 
Hell, is confeſs*d on all Hands to be 
an accidental Addition in the Creed 
of Agqmzlria; and from that Creed was 
taken into the Preſent Creed, on this 
Occation. In ſome Churches it was 
faid, was buried ;, in others, went to 
thoſe below ;, which (every one ſees) 
are equivalent Expreſſions, and in- 
tended to fignify the fame thing : but 
the Church of Agquzle:a deliring that 
her Creed ſhould be moſt full and 
compleat, took in both the Exprethi- 
ons ; tho at the fame time (as Ruffi- 
nu, Who was of Aquileia, acknow- 
ledges) ſhe meant no more by both, 
than other Churches by the ſingle 
word buried. And hence it was, that 
the other Churches and Copies of the 
Creed, which ſaid deſcended into 
Hell (or deſcended to thoſe below) 
. did omit burzed : and (o, at this day, 
doth © the Athanafian Creed. But it 
was not long before this Variety of 
expreſſing the ſame thing, begat Mi- 
ſtakes : for by occaſion of this Ex- 
preſſion deſcended to thoſe below, di- 
vers began to imagine a local Deſcent 
of Chriſt into Hell. Someof them 


faid, to triumph over the Devil ; 
others faid, to releaſe thoſe Damned 
\who. believed and repented. at. the. 
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ſight of him; others had ill other 
(as ungrounded) Conceits, Bat the 
Diſputes about the Reaſons of our Sa- 
viour's Deſcent to thoſe below, made 
the Article (taken in general) tobe 
believeds and therefore it was added 
at Jaſt to the Roman Creed, which 
with this and ſome other Alcerations, 
makes the Vulgar or Preſent Creed, 

All the Creeds fay ; the third Day 
he aroſe again from the Dead. 

The Oriental, Roman and Aqui- 
leian ſaid ; he aſcended into Heaven, 
ſitteth on the right Hand of God, the 
Father : the preſent, tothe word Fa- 
ther, adds the word Almighty. 

They all aid ; from thence he ſhall 
come, to judg the quick and the 
dead. The Oriental, Roman and 
Aquilean faid; And in the Holy 
Ghoſt : the Preſent, more explicitly, 
]T believe in the Holy Ghoſi. The 
Oriental, Roman and Aquileian faid 


1 believe the Holy, Church, the Com- 


munion of Saints: the Preſent to the 
word Church, adds the word C atho- 
lick or Univerſal. 

| All the Creeds {aid ; the Forgive-- 
neſs of Sins. 

In like manner, they all ſaid ; the 
Reſurreion of the Body ; ſaving: 
that the Aquileian ſaid, of this Body. 

The Preſent concludes with tbe 
Life everlaſting : the other- three 
mention not the Life everlaſting ; be- 
cauſe it is ſuppoſed and included in 
the foregoing Article, the Reſurreft4- 
on of the Body. 

I ſay now, let any oneread the ten: 
Commandments at Exod. 20. and 


compare them with the ſame ten 
Com-- 


Commandments at Det. 5.. and he 
will pexceive, that he may better de- 
ny them to be the ſame Command- 
ments, than that theſe four variom 
Copies are Copies of the ſame Creed. 
The Variations of the 4 Cop!'es are fo 
inconſiderable, the Cauſes of that 
Variation ſo obvious and evident, 
that he that will call them, not vars- 
ous Readings of the ſame Creed, but 
4 ſeveral Creeds proceeding from ſo 
many ſeveral Compilers, in my opi- 
nion ought (if obſtinate in his Error) 
to take Phyſick. But if theſe are on- 
ly various Readings of the ſame 
Creed, without doubt we have gain- 
ed our Point, that the Apoſiles were 
the Authors of it. For I defire to 
know, how it was (morally) polli- 
ble, that the Eaft and Weſt 3 which 
is to fay, all the Churches of Chrs- 
ſtendom, ſhould in all Kingdoms, 
Provinces and Epiſcopates, happen 
to have the very ſame Creed, both 
for Namber and Order of Articles, 
and Manner of Expreſſion; if they 
did not.receive it from the very ſame 
Perſons, from whom they received 
the Goſpel and the Scriptures, name- 
ly from the Apoſiles and other firſt 
Miſſionaries and Preachers of the Hea- 
venly Doctrine ? It is granted to us, 
that there had been no General Coun- 
cil, when this Creed (2s we have 
rnade it appear) was the common and 
only Creed both of the Welt and Ori- 
ent : therefore when all the Fathers 
(without excepting any) that ſpeak 
of this Creed, tell us, they have re- 
ceived ex traditione M:jorum (by 


Tradition of their Predeceſſors) that 
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this Creed was niade by the Apoſtles 3 
they give us ſuch an Account as juſti- 
fies and proves its own Truth for 
no other Cauſe can be thought of, 
how it ſhould become the common 
and only Creed of Chriltlans. 

(2) Mr, ds Pin faith ; Ruffin 
(in the 5th Century) is the tuti Per- 
ſon, who aflerts that this Creed was 
compoſed by the Apoliles 3 and that 
too from popular Tradition : indeed a 
great many other Fathers fay the 
ſame thing z but they all had it from 
Ruffinus. Firli, Mr. d#s Pin reckons 
R offinus to the 5th Century 3 only to 
leflen his Authority and Credit in 
this Queſtion : for it is certain, (and 
acknowledged by Dr. Cave, and af- 
terwards by Mr. du Pin) that Ruffi- 
aus flouriſh'd at Aquileia in the Year 
360. at which | ime and Place he 
had a great Friendſhip and Intimacy 
with St. Ferom. It is true, becauſe 
he lived to be old, he faw the Year 


' of Chriſt 410 or 411. and from 


hence Mr. du Pin has taken occaſjor, 
to call him a Father of the 5tþ Cen- 
tury, Ruffinus being the firſt of the 
Fathers, that ever wrote an Expol;- 
tion on the Creed ; I mean, the firſt 
of thoſe now extant : "tis no wonder 
that he is alſo the firſt that expreſly 
informs us, who were the Authors of 
It; tho if he had not told us, who: 
were the Compilers, the Univerfali- 
ty and Antiquity of it, arealone tuf- 
ficient to declare the Authors and 
Compilers. Nor dreS he ſay, that he. 
had learned whe Were the Framers of 
the Creed. © popular Report ;, but 
fradunt rjores noſtrty our Predecel- 
2 ſos 


fors (in the facred FunQion) have ſo 
delivered tous. Which is not to be 
underitocd neither, of bare oral T ra- 
dition by the preceding Piſkops and 
Presbyters 3- but of the antient Wri- 
ters who had commented on the 
Creed, | wio (he faith) were very 
many. None of them are come 
down to our Times; but of the 
Number was Photinus, Archbiſhop 
of Sirmium and Metropolitan of I{ly- 
recur, who held as the Socinians 
now do, that the Lord Chriſt was a 
Prophet, not Gad, Whereas Mr..4u 
Pin adds, that all the other Fathers 
(whom he confeſſes to be very many, 
le ſhould have ſaid, All that mention 
this Creed) took it on the Credit of 
Ruffiflus, that the Apoſiles were the 


Compilers of it: it is raſhly ſaid, 


None of them quote Ruffinus tor their 
Author 3 and divers of them (parti 
calarly St. Auſtin) alledg (as Raffi- 
25 does) Tradition for their. Ground; 
which, as I ſaid before, was not on- 
ly Oral Tradition, but the Tradition 
ef the antient Commentators, And 
when. this Critick urges, in the. laſt 
Place, that St. Auſtiu, Maximus, 
and ſome others, who have expound- 


«1d the Creed after Ruffinus, omit di- 


vers. Words, nay and Expreſlions, 
rhat are found in the Creed as we now 
have it :- why has he concealed, that 
the Words or Expreſſions omitted: by 
theſe Expolitors, are only ſuch. as 
they ſuppoſedeg be included in other 
equivalent ExpreHions of the Creed ? 
Tho It might alſo {Otetimes happen, 
that they .did not intena, tg explain 
tue. whole. Creed. verbatim, wat only 
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the principal Words and Articles 


namely, ſuch as either were contro- 

verted by Hereticks, particularly by 
the Gnoſticks -and Manichees, or 

were ir:ilunderſtood by Heretical Per- 

ſons. His Inttance of the Life ever. 

laſting, omitted by Expolifors, -will 

do him no Service : -tor-*tis not- an 

Article (no more than dead, or gone 

to thoſe below are Articles) but only 

an Illuſtration or fuller Explication of 
the Article foregoing, the Reſurreftion 

of. the. Dead. 

Theſe are the Arguments'of theſe 
two very learned Criticks (I willing- 
ly acknowledg- them to be fſuchY 
YVeofſius and Monſieur dx Pin, againſt 
the Apoſtles Creed : I have (Ithink) 
not only fully fatished them 3 but at 
the ſame time defended” our- Argu- 
ments, for it, againſt their Eyaſions.. 
For whereas to our Argument, from 
the Teliimony of all the Fathers who- 
have ever ſpoke of this Creed; and 
eſpecially of Ruffinas, a moſt learned 
and judicious Father, equalled by: 
Mr. a Pinto St, Ferom ; they reply, 
that Ruffinus was but of the 5th Age, 
and ſpoke only from. popular Hear- 
lay, and that all. the other Fathers 
took. it from him : I have ſhown, 
that theſe- are partly untrae, partly 
raſh and ungrounded Aftrmations, 
And whereas *to what we alledg 
from the (confe(s?d) Antiquity, and 
the Univerſality of this Creed ; they- 
anſwcr.,. the Creeds of the Orient and 
Weſt were different : I have evinced, 
that the (pretended) Differences are - 
apparently only the various Read- 
ings. of one and the. ſame Creed ;- 

| the. 
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the very Commandments are (much) 
more differently related by Moſes 


himſelf, than the Apoſtolick Creed 
by the Church 


Of $t. Clemens. 


F the Monuments and Remains 

of the Apoſtolick Age, next 

to the Apoſtles Creed,, is the Epiſile 
of Clemens Romanus to the Corin- 
thians. . This is that Clemens, of 
whom St. Paul makes reſpectful Men. 
tion, Phil. 4. 3. He has written an 
Epilile, in the Name and by the Or- 
der of the Church of Rome, to the 
Church of Corinth. All the Criticks 
on the Fathers, when they ſpeak of 
this Epiſtle, . without an Eye to the 
Trinitarian Controverlies, own, not 
only that *tis unqueſtionably genuine, 
but that cis a moſt pious, molt judi- 
cious, and an clegant Compotlition : 
Mr. du Pin very truly adds 3 © One 
& may diſcern in this Writer, a great 
&« deal of Energy and. Vigor, ac- 
& companied with much Prudence, 
&« Gentlenels, Zeal and Charity, 
But when they conlider the Doctrine 
of it, with regard to the Trinity, 
and the Perſon of our Saviour, the 
ablcſt and anticntelt (and particular- 
ly great Photins, the molt judicious 
Cenfor of the Fathers, and himſelf a 
Father) cannot mention it, with- 
out Tears in their Eyes. Belides 
Photius, Petavins. and Huctins (ta- 
mous modern Criticks) tligh it out, 
that Clemens wAas an nndoubted. Uni- 
tarian ;, and the occalion of this 
Judgment is, . becauſe of the low and 


merely. humane CharaQers, which. 
(throughout this Epiſile, even where 
he affects to ſpeak of our Saviour in 
the higheſt manner) he gives of our 
Saviour*s Perſon and Dignity. But 
I ſhall be more particular, than they 
have.been, in referring to the Paſſages 
of this Epiſile ; which have ſo gric- 
ved the T rinitarian Criticks, 

Firſt, he always diſtinguiſhes the 
Lord Chriſt from God 3 and often /o 
diltinguiſhes him, that it amounts to 
a flat and. direct Denial, that he is 
God. = 
The Apoſiltes, ſaith he, ch. 42: 
have preached to us, from our Lord. 
Jeſus Chriſt, and the Lord Chriſt 
from God.. The Lord Chriſt then, 
according, to St. Clement, was not 
himſelf God 3- but one that has preach- 
ed to us from God, as the Apoſtles: 
preached from Chriſt, 

At chap. 58. he hath theſe (de-- 
ciding) Words ; ** God the Inſpe- 
& Ctor of all things, the Father of 
<« Spirits,. the Lord of all Fleſh; 
«& who bath choſen our Lord Jeſus. 
« Chrift, and us by bin, grant to 
« you Peace, Long-ſuffering, Pati- 
*© ence, through our High Prieft and" 
&* Protector Jeſus Chriit : by whom. 
© be Glory, and Honour, and Ma- 
* jeliy unto God, now and for ever- 
* -more.. What a. Socinian Account 

13> 


, ' __ A 

'{s here, 'of our Saviour? He is, faith 
St. Clement, the chifen of God, a we 
alſo are; our High Prieſt and Pro- 
teltor, by his effectual Prayers and 
Interceſlion for us : and let Honour, 
Glory and Majeliy, be given to Ged, 
by bim, now and for ever. Did he 
think the Perſon, of whom he fo 
ſpeaks, was himſelf God ? 

But when he intends to fay a very 
high thing, of our Saviour 3 he calls 
him (at ch. 16.) the Scepter of the 
Majeſty of God, He alludes here to 
the Scepter of King Abaſnerue, which 
he ſtretched out to Queen Efther, in 
token of his Acceptance and Favour. 
The Lord Chriſt therefore, in the 
DoGtrine of this Father, differs juſt ſo 
from God 3 as the Enfigns and Marks 
of Power and Majeſiy, differ from 
that Majeſty and Power of which 
they are only the Marks and Signs. 

But belides theſe diminutive Ex- 
prefſions, and abſolutely inconſiſtent 
with our Saviour's being Ged; I 
obſerve, that when he endeavours 
moſt of all (at ch. 36.) to extol the 
real Greatneſs of our Saviour, he 
minds the Corinthians, that by him 
our Hearts and Underſiandings are 
inlightned and opened 3 meaning, 
by his Dettrine and Goſpel ;, and that 
he ts exalted above the Angels © to 
which purpgle he cites divers Ex- 
preſlions off” the firit Chapter of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, Bat tho he 


there goes over that whole Chapter, 
for the higheſt Epithets lic night give 
to. our Saviour, he omits the Teh, 
goth, 10th, 11th and 12th Verles, 
in which the Title God is beſtowed 
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on him, aud the Creation of the Hea- 
vens and Earth is (thought at leaft 
to be) aſcribed to him. This makes 
me doubt, that thoſe Verſes were not 
originally in that Epiſile 3 but have 
been fince added. St. Clement endea- 
vours there, to aſcribe to our Saviour 
all the moſt glorious Prerogatives and 
Pre-eminencies, that (with Truth) 
he could ; he himſelf fairh divers 
magnificent things -of him + he be- 
gins alſo at the firſt Verſes of that firſt 
Chapter to the Hebrews, goes tho- 
row the whole Chapter, and con- 
cludes with the laſt Verſes of it 3 and 
yet neither calls him God, nor im- 
putes to him the Creation of Heaven 
and Earth , nay, of that whole 
Chapter he omits only thoſe five 
Verſes which fo ſpeak of him, tho 
they were moſt of all to Clement's 
Defign and Aim. It is true, that in 
thoſe Verſes our Saviour is called Ged 
in no other Senſe, than Solomon was 
ſo called ; for the Author utes the ve- 
ry Words that the Pfalmiſt had uſed 
of Solomon, and the Heavens and 
Earth there meant, are only the New 
Heavens and Earth foretold by the 
Prbphets, even the Goſpel-Occono- 
my and State : yet theſe Characters of 
our Szviour are ſo noble, were fo 
highly to Clements Purpoſe and De- 
ligpn, and it was ſo impoſitble for 
him (who went thorow the whole 
Chzpter) to overlook them, that I 
canot believe theſe Verſes were then 
a part of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
but (as many other Paſſages, both 
in the Goſpels and Epittles) have 
becn fraudulently added. Or it may 
be, 
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be, they were at firſt a marginal 
Note, by ſome Copier ;, and being 
taken by ſucceeding Copiers as 
Words that had been overſeen, and 
not as a Noteoor Annotation, were by 
them put into the Text it ſelf of the 
Epiſtle. This Corruption might the 
more eaſily happen, without being 
oppoſed by any ; 'becauſe it was a 
long time (near, if not full 400 
Years) before this Epiſtle was owned 
as a genuine part of Scripture, any 
where in the Weſt, or in many 
Churches of the Orient, That which 
makes this Conjecture (that theſe 
Verſes have been added to the Epi- 
 fileto the Hebrews) (till more proba- 
ble, is, that thoſe Antients who 
owned this Epiſile as written by St. 
Paul, ſaid, it was originally wrote 
by him in the Hebrew Tongue, and 
tranſlated into Greek (as we now 
have it) by St. Clement, Enſeb. H. 
E.L1 6. 8.3. 1 - Com. 9 
C.1. Epiſt. ad Hebr. But if (0; 
how can we think, that Clement 
ſhould omit what was moſt for his 
Deſign, in an Epiſtle which himſelf 
had trauſlated, and therefore was 
perfectly acquainted with itz and in 
a Chapter too, out of which he had 
cited ſo many Paſſages, that were 
mach leſs to his purpoſe ?: The ſhort 
is,. St. Clement deſcribes our Saviour, 
as the High Prieſt of the Prieſts of 
the New Teſtament : and when he 
had the fittelt Occaſion, and the 
greateſt Opportunity, from an Epiſtle 
of St. Paul, which himſelf had tran- 
ſlated into Greek, to call our Saviour 
God and Creator, he calls him nei- 
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ther z but only our High Prieſt, as 
St. Par! does throughout that Epiſile. 
From whence, I fay, we have theſe 
2 (very probable) ConſeQariesz that 
neither did St. Clement think our Savi- 
Our to be God or Creator, in any Senſe 
of thoſeWords; nor were thoſe 5 Verſes 
of that Epiſtle of St. Pax!, wherein 
Chriſt is ſo ſtiled, originally in that 
Epiſtle, but have been fince added. 
And hitherto of the Judgment of St. 
Clement, For tho ſomething might be 
added out of a ſecond Epittle, which 
alſo bears the Name of St. Clement, 1 
ſhall omit it 3 partly, becauſe the Epi- 
ſtle is rejected as counterfeit, by the 
moſt Learned of the Antients, Ex- 
ſebins, St. Ferom, and Photius * partly 
becauſe the Meanneſs of the Stile, the. 
Drineſs and Flatneſs of the Thoughts, 
and the Inelegance of the Compoſi- 


tion, moſi plainly diſcover, that it 
Was none lf Glmem's Euſebius 
adds, that the Antients never all 
or Cite the (pretended) ſecond Epittle 
of Clement. Euſeb. H. E.1. 3.e.38. 
As to what Dr. Bull quotes out of _ 
the. tirft Epiſtle, and indeavours to 
improve by paraphraling (that is, 
by wreſting) it; *tis ſo trivial, as 
well as ſo remate, that I ſhall truſt 
the Judgment of any (the meaneſt) 
Reader with it: but out of the 2d- 
(counterfeit) Epiſtle, he- has abuſed 
his Reader with a broken Citation, . 
which may ſeem to his purpoſe, when 
indeed it is not. The Words are 
theſe, being the very firſt Words of 
the Epiſtle ; ** We ought (Brethren) . 
& tothink of Chriſt, as of God, It 


was knaviſhly.done, to omit the next - 
Y Words, , 
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Words, which were deſigned by the ſhall we, #n the Fleſh, receive ony Re-' 


Author, to explain theſe: © We - 
& ought, ſays this Pſeudo- Clemens, 
& to think of Chriſt as of God ; as 
<« the Judg both of the Dead and 
& Living. His Meaning therefore 
was ; We ought (Brethren) to think 
of Chriſt, as we do of God.z name- 
ly, that he allo is our Judg. He 
himſelf has taught us, that God hath 
committed to him all Judgment, John 
5. 22, And why; becauſe he is 
God ? No. but becaule he is Man : 
for ſo himſelf adds in that very Con- 
text; God hath given to him to exe- 
cute Judgment, becauſe he ts the San 
of Man, John 5. 27. 

Out of the gth Chapter of the 
ſame Impoſiure, Dr. Bull alledges ; 
Jeſus Chriſt being firſt a Spirit, was 
made Fleſb. He thould not have left 
out the following Words; /o alſo 


ward, In both the Expreſſions he 
ſeems to deſign, that the 'Souls of 
Men being firſt created, are aſtcrwards 
infuled into Bodies, They are not 
the Harmony of the Bogy, nor derived 
ex traduce ; bat firſt really made and 
exiltent, and then incarnated by the 
Divine Power. But it is Dr. Bull's 
conliant Method, to omit what goes 
before or after by which his Au- 
thor's Intention may be cleared : or 
to feign (by occaſion of ſome ambi- 
guous preceding Paſſige) an Inten- 
tion which was never in the Author's 
Mind 3 and by ſuch (pretended) In- 
tention to interpret the Places, either 
alledged by him, or objected to him. 
In ſhort, his Reader can never rely 
upon his Quotations; but then leaſt 
of all, when he falls to explaining or 
paraphraſing. 


Of the Nazarens, 


E.T us now proceed to the Na- 

zarens, Mineans, Ebionites, and 
Alogians : concerning the former of 
which, Dr. Ball grants, that if the 
Nazarens (or Mineans) were indeed 
Unitarians, if theſe held that the 
Lord Chriſt was a Man only 3 the 
Queſtion is at an end. He yields, 
that the Nazarens being the Chrilti- 
ans of Feruſalem and Judea, who 
were converted by the Lord Chriſt 
and the Apoſtles, and flouriſhed there 
under a Succeſſion of 15 Biſhops, 
wheieot the firtt was St. James Bro- 


Ebionites, Mineans. 


ther of our Lord : if theſe believed, 
that Chriſt was a Man only, it will 
certainly follow, that the Article con- 
cerning our Saviour®s Divinity can be 
no longer defended: Fudic. Eccl, 
« 42. 
, Ido not thank him, for this Con- 
ceſtion 3 for who ſees not, that if the 
Churches of Jeruſalem and Judea, 
planted by the Apoſtles, and which 
indured in a moſt flouriſhing Cond:- 
tion (under 15 fucceffive Hebrew 
Biſhops) to the times of the Empe- 
ror Adrian, were Unitarians 3 then 
is 
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is the Unitarian Belief concerning our 
Saviour, inconteſtably true, and the 
certain DoQrine of the Apoliles ? 
But before I argue this Point, it will 
not be unprofitable to the Reader, 
who is not verſed much in theſe Que- 
ſtions, if I give a ſhort Account of 
the Occaſion and Reaſon of theſe 
Naines, Nazaren, Minean, Ebio- 
nite. 

The followers of the Doctrine of 
Jeſus, were firlt called Chriſtians at 
Antioch; a City of Syria, out of the 
Bounds of Fudea- but in Judea it 
ſelf, they were (from the tirit) called 
Nazarens and Mineans, Natarens, 
from Nazareth, the Place of our 
Saviour's Education : Mineans, from 
an Hebrew Word which ſignities He- 


" reticks, - Tertullw, when he accuted 


Paul before Felix, makes this to be 
his Fault z that he was a Ring-leader 
of the Seft of the Natarens, Adts 
24. 5- To the other Name Minearn 
or Heretick, St. Paul himſelf refers, 
in his Defence againſt the ſame Ter- 
tullus ;, ** This I confeſs, faith Paul, 
& that after the way which they call 
& Hereſy, fo worſhip I the God of 
© my Fathers: Ads 24. 14, Theſe 
two Names, Nazaren and Minean, 
are indifferently uſed by the Fathers 
in the following Ages, that is, they 
were applied to the ſame Perſons and 
Sect: fo we learn from St. Ferom, 
writing to St. Auſtin, in theſe 
Words ;, & There'is to this day over 
« all the Orient, a Jewiſh Se&, who 


© are called Aineans; and by the 


& Vulgar, Nazarens; who believe 


'*+ .in Chrift, the Son of God. St, 


(33) 


Epiphanius, in the Account he gives 
of this Sect, ſays, th: Nazarens and 
Cerinthians began at the ſame time, 
and that .all Chriſtians were at firſt 
called Nazarens, Epiph. Hlereſ. Naz. 
c. I, What he ſays tarther of them, 
ſhall be alledged in its proper Place : 
in the mean time, theſe Teſtimonies 
(which no Man controverts) are ſut- 
ficient to ſhow, what was the Caule 
of this Name, and how antient it is 3 
and that the Sect thereby intended, 
not cenly indured, but overſpread rhe 
Orient, at what time St. Ferom wrote 
to St. Auſtin, which was abouethe 
Year 416. What is meant by the 
Orient, was declared before, when I 
treated of the Creed. 

 Ebionites is another Name of the 
antient Unitarians, and firli (genu- 
ine) Chriſtians 3 tho not without a 
Mixture [ if their Adverſaries (after 
having deliroyed all their Writings 
and Defences) may be accepted as 
Witneſſes againſt them? of very bad 
People among them. It is not cer- 
tain, whether they have been thus 
named from one Ebzon, a particular 
Man ; or from the poor and low O- 
pinion they had of our Saviour's 
Perſon, owning him indeed to be 
the Chriſt, but the Sox of Joſeph and 
Mary : Some of the Antients affirm 


' the one, ſome the other of theſe. Not 


is the Matter worth diſputing, be- 
cauſe they are (by all) granted to 
have been Contemporaries with the 
Apoliles; and that they held the 
Lord Chriſt was a Man only, the 
Chriſi, the Son of Joſeph and A1a- 
ry -by Generation, the Son of God 

E by 
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by Holineſs, Adoption and Exalta- 
£400. 

The Queſtion now, between Dr. 
Bull and us, is, not concerning the 
Ebionites, for he and all others grant, 
that the Ebionices held concerning 
our Saviour, that he was a mere 
Man ;. but concerning the Nazarens 
and Mineansz namely, whether the 
Nazarens and Mineans ſuppoſed, the 
Lord Chriſt was a Divine Perſon, 
and God;z or only a Man, a Pro- 
phet, the true Meſſias or Chriſt, the 
Son of God (not only by Holinels, 
Ad6ption and Exaltation,. as the 
other Ebionites ſaid) but by his-mi- 
raculous Generation (in the Womb 
of Mary) by the Spirit or Power of 
God ? We affirm the latter of thele ; 
but not altogether confounding the 
Mineans and Nazarens, with the E- 
bionites... For tho they were both of 
them Jews, or Proſclytes of the-Jews, 
yet there was this Difference between 
the. Ebionices and the- Nazarens , 
that the former believed the Lord Je- 
ſus was the Son of Toſeph and Mary 
by Nature, . the Son of God by Adop- 
tion, Exaltation- and Holineſs; but 
the Nazarens ſaid, he was the Son of 
God alſo by his miraculous Concep- 
tion, .being conceived by the Spirit 
or Power of God, and born of Ma- 
7y, who had never known any Man. 
Bat this alſo is to be noted, that tho 
the Nazarens held our Saviour's mi- 
raculous Conception, by the Spirit of 
God 3 and the Ebionites contended, 
that he was the Son of only Joſeph 
and Mary : - yet becauſe they both 
agreed in theſe two main Points,. that 
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Jeſus Chriſt was a Man only, and 
that the Law (by doſes) ought to 
be obſerved by all Jewiſh Chriſtians . 
(not by the Gentile Chriſtians) to- 
gether with the Goſpel ; therefore 
the Vulgar,. and even. thoſe Learned 
Writers (of the Catholick Party) 
who confider'd them only in what 
they agreed, namely, that the Lord 
Chriſt is not God, but Man only.,. 
called both of them Ebionites ; as 
we ſhall preſently ſee. 

Dr. Bull is a very litigious Oppo=- 
ſer ; it- will therefore be expedient, 
for the prevention of a great many 
Elufions and Subtleties, to take no-. 
tice in the. firſt place, what he grants- 
co us concerning the propoſed Que- 
tion, What the Natzarens beld con- 
cerning our Saviour's Perſon? What 
Authorities has he owned 3 and how. 
far has he yielded this Queſtion : in 
the yielding of. which, he profeſles, 
that the. Socinians have carried this 
whole Controverſy. concerning the. 
Quality of our Saviour's Perſon ? for 
it can be diſputed no longer, he 
faith, whether our Saviour was a 
Man only, if the. Nazaren Chriſtians . 
were of that Belief. . 

He grants, that Origenaſſures us, . 
& That the Jews who believe in 
«. Chriſt, obſerve. the Moſaick Law 
& together with the Goſpel : and 
<«<.that all Fews who own Feſus to be 
« the Chriſt; are called Ebionites. 
Orig. contr. Celſ. |. 2. p. 56. I wiſh, 
inſtead of his wondring at this Ac- 
count given by Origen, he had been 
{o ſincere, .as to Jet the Reader know, . 
that Origen having lived long in Sy- - 
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ri4, nay in Paleſtine, which is to 
fay, in the very midſt of the Naza- 
ren or Jewiſh Churches, could not 
but know their true State, and Opini- 
ons. He faith, all the ews that are 
Chriſtians, are called Ebionites : and 
does not he (and with him, all the 
Antients) every where tell us, that 
the Ebionites were all of them Unita- 
rians-3 nay were called Ebjonites, 
from their poor and low Opinion of 
our Saviour, that he was a Man on- 
ly, not God? Let Dr. Bull produce 
any of the Fathers, who have ever 
named the Ebionites, who do not 
alſo (cxplicitly) confeſs, that they 
believed our Saviour to be a Man on- 
ly. In ſhort, the Nazarens are grant- 
ed by all (and by Dr. Bull in particu- 
lar) to be thoſe Chriſtian Jews, that 
were gathered into Churches in Fe- 
ruſalem and Paleſtine, by the Mini- 
ſiry of the Apoliles themſelves ; Ors- 
gen (who lived among them) wit- 
neſles, that all Jews who were Chri- 
ftians, were named Ebronites or the 
poor ones, Jn from the poor Opini- 
on they had of our Saviour's Perſon, 
partly becauſe they adhered fill to the 
beggarly Principles and Rites of the 
Moſaick Law : it unavoidably fol- 
lows, that the Nazarens were Ebio- 
nites in this Senſe ; that they held 
the Lord Chriſt was a Man only, and 
obſerved the Law together with the 
Goſpel. I faid, Ebionites in this 
Senſe ;, becauſe, as was noted-before, 
the Ebionites, more ſtrily ſo called, 
believed our Saviour was the Son of 
Joſeph and Mary : but the Nazarens, 
tho they believed he was a Man on)y, 


(35) 


yet they held he was miraculouſly con- 
ceived in the Womb of ary, by the 
{ole Power and Energy of God, with- 
out the Concurrence of any Man, 

As Origen makes no Diftinion of 
the Ebjonites, into Ebionites and 
Nazarens; becauſe of their Agree- 
ment in the main Points, that the 
Lord Chriſt was a Man only, and that 
the Moſaick Law muſt be obſerved by 
all Jewiſh Chriſtians : no more does 
Euſebizs, who contents himſelf to 
obſerve, that ſome Ebionttes hold the 
miraculous Conception z others of 
them ſay, be was the Son of Joſeph 
and Mary. Enſeb. H, E.1, 3. c. 27. 
But neither he or Origen charge ei- 
ther of them, as Epiphanius in after 
Ages (from no Author) does; that 
they owned of the Old Teſtament, 
only the Books of oſes and Foſhua, 
not the Prophets: or that they ca- 
lumniated St, Paul, and rejected his 
Epiſtles 3 publiſhing alſo certain As 
of St. Paul, wherein they charge him 
as an Apoſiate from the Law, only 
becauſe he could not obtain for his 
Wite a Prieft*'s Daughter, Epipha- 
nius imputes this, not to the Naza- 


Zen-Ebionites, but to thoſe Ebionites 
Who held our Saviour was the Son of 


only Foſeph and Mary: but as I 
faid, he quotes no Author 3 and there- 
fore this ſeems to be one of the mali- 
tious Tales which contending Seqs 
and Parties frequently raiſe upon one 
another, So in after-times, the Al- 
bigenſes, Waldenſes, and Wiclevites, 
were charged with monſtrous Herc- 
fies, which they not only abomina- 
ted, but are refuted by the Prote- 
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fiant Hiſtorians, out of the Cate- 
chiſins, Sermons, and other Books 
ef thoſe carly Reformers. They were 
charged with teaching, that the De- 
vil is above God ;z- that Elizabeth 
was Chriſt's Concubine, and taken 
with hiay in Adultery ; with other 
more horrid and foolith things, not 
tit to be named: but the Proteſtant 
Hiſtorians have evinced, to the Sati(- 
fation-even of all learned and inge- 
nuous Papitts, out:of the Books and 
Eacechiſms of thoſe pious Men ;, that 
theſe are diabolical Cahimnies, de- 
viſed by their Perſecutors the Friars. 

Farther, Dr, Bull grants, that 
Theodoret ( Heret. Fab. l. 2. c. 3.) 
afhrms expreſly, that the Nazarens 


honour the Lord Chriſt, only as a holy 


ZAan, notas God or a-Divine-Perſon. 
Becaule this Father allo lived in Syria, 
was a molt learned and inquilitive 
Perſon, and writeth in that Work 
(before-quoted) of-all Hereticks and 
their Opinions 3 we may (ſurely) re- 
Iy on the Account he gives. ? TI'was 
impoſſible that Theodoret, whoſe 
Bilhoprick was in Syria cava, where- 
abouts the Nazarens and Mineans 
then molt abounded ; and whoſe ve- 
ry Deſign it was (in that Book which 
we- alledg) to ſet down the peculiar 
Opinions of all the Diftintions-and 
Denominations of Chriſtians : I ſay, 
*cis-impoſſible he ſhould not certainly 
know the DoCtrine of the Nazarens, 
the moſt famous as well as moſt anti- 
enr of all thoſe Denominations which 
diſſented from the Church (or pre- 
oailing Party) of thoſe Times, And 
whereas Dr. Bull excepts, that Theo» 
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doret 1s a later Father than ſome he- 
quotes; 'tis a mere and a wretched: 


Subterfuge. Firſt, becauſe St. Fe- 
rom (before cited) witneſſes, that 


then the Nazarens flouri/ſh'd over all 


the Orientz and Epiphanims, that 


they abounded chiefly in Paleſtine and- 


Syria cava, Secondly, becaule in 
very Deed Theodoret was conteinpo- 
rary with Sulpitizs Severus, who is 
(as we ſhall ſee) Dr. Bull's only Au- 
thor, the only Father who ever miſ- 
took the Nazaren DoGtrine concern- 
ing our Saviour : and the Occaſion of 
his Miſtake was, that he lived {o re- 
mote from- them 3 they- in the Ori- 
ent, he in the Weſt, that is to ſay, at 
about 2000 Miles diftance. Sulpitize 
began to write (at ſooneſt) about the 
Year 401. Theodoret was made Bi- 
ſhop in 420. ſo Theoderet might be 
the older Man, But however that be, 
one lived in Syria among the Naza- 
ren Churches; the other in the re- 
moteſt Parts of G awl, diſtant from the 
Nazarens the whole length of the Ro- 
man Empire, when: in its greateſt 
Extent ; and therefore *tis 0 won- 
der, if he miftook the Nazaren Do- 
Arine. 

He grants, again, that Epiphani- 
wm (Hereſ. 30. c. 2.) informs us, 
Cerinthians &. Nazareu fuſes 
044010 TX DEOMHLUATR, the Cerinthi- 
ans and Nazarens had like Senti- 
ments: and (Heref. 30. c. 2.) Na- 
Zareos & Ebjonaos capita ſimul con- 
tuliſſe, ſuamque nequitiam imvicem 
communicaſſe, i.e, © The Nazarens 
« and Ebionites laid Heads together, 
& and communicated their Impiety:- 
; &- (by 
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( by which Epiphanius , without 
doubt, means their Hereſy) ©* one 
* with another. Laſtly, that Ep:- 
phanius doubts only of this ; whether 
in this the Nazarens agreed with the 
Cerinthians, that the Lord Chritt 
was 4 common and ordinary Man, or 
was miraculouſly generated by the 
Holy Spirit (or Power of God) in 
the Womb of Afary, Let us put 
this together 3* Epiphanine ſays, the 
Nazarens and Cerinthians had like 
Opinions : . but did the former be- 
lieve (as the other did) that the 
Lord Chritt was 4 common an, 
born (as all other Men are) of a hu- 
mane Father and Mother; or did 
they grant, that he was a Man in- 
deed, but miraculouſly conceived by 
the Divine Power, in the Womb of 
a Virgin ? Epiphanizs profeſles, that 
he cannot, upon his own Knowledg, 
charge the Nazarens with the former 
of theſe Opinions. Farther, he 
owns, that the Ebionites and Naza- 
rens were extremely gratious and in- 
timate, and communicared in” the 
ſame Impiety ; that is, Herely. 
Theſe Teliimonies do ſtagger Dr, 
Bull, io that at laſt ( Fudic. Eccl. 
Pp. 56, 57-) he is willing to grant, 
that at length ſome Nazarens were 
infeted with the Ebionite Hereſy, 
that the Lord Chiilt is a Man only : 
and of theſe Nazarens (whom he 
calls the latter Nazarens, tho the 
Antients never make any ſuch Diltin- 
Qion, as the former and latter Naz2- 
rens) he thinks, Orfger is to be un- 
dertiood, when he ſays, as was be- 


fore quoted, that the Fewiſh Coriſt;- 
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ans (4. e, tlie Nazarens) are Elio 
nites, There never was a more in” 
judicious Paragraph, unleſs the Man 
wiltully prevaricates. For firſt, why 
doth he lay, ſome Nazarens were in-- © 
fected with the Ebionite Hereſy, when 
Origen (who is his Author) expreſly 
lays, all the Fewiſh Chriſtians are E- 
bionites? Eſ:tGvaol NenneTitgay, 
ſays Origen, Ct & Tm) IsSreicy  1HCEY 
& Xfieev TrRUEgIE eros i.e. the 
Jews, that own Jeſus to be the Chriſ?, 
are Ebionites. Contr, Celſ.l. 2. p.56, 
Secondly, I delire to know of Dr. 
Bull, how Epiphanius could more cf- 
tectually declare the Doctrine of the 
Nazarens concerning the Quality of 
our Saviour's Perſon, than by ſaying, 
they hald as the Cerinthians do ; ard 
they mutually communicate their He- 
reſy with the Ebionntes, For was it 
ever made a Queltion, or dares he 
queſticn it, that the Cerinthians and 
Ebionites held, the Lord Chrift was 
a Man only ? "Tis a ridiculous Subs 
terfuge, . when he pretends, the Na- 
Zarens might at firſi hold the Divinicy 
of our Saviour, but afterwards (ſorne- 
what before Origer's time) fell off to + 
the Cerinthian and Ebjonite Do- 
cttine, For I requeſt him, to pro- 
duce: but the leaſt Intimation from 
any Father or Hittortan, that the Na- 
zarens changed their Opinion, by 
tz!ling off from the Trinitarians to 
the Unitarians, as he pretends they 
did : ?is a mere ſhift, to which ke 
was forced, by the Clearneſs of the 
Teliimonies given by Origen and 
Fpiphanit, 


Uta 
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But 1 ſhall mind him of other Evi- 
dences, that the Nazarens were Uni- 
tarians3 or held but one Divine Per- 
fon, and that our Saviour was a Man 

_ only, Epiphanice(Hereſ. Naz.c.7.) 
lays; Nazarei a Fudeis nulla in re 
d:fentiunt, niſt quod in Chriſtumcre- 
dunt : 8,6, * The Jews and Naza- 
& rens diftcr tir nothing, ſaving that 
& the latter believe in Chriftt. But 

it the Nazaren Chriftians had held 
more than one Divine Perſon, or that 
the Meſſias or Chriſt was to be God 
they had diffcred from the Jews, in 
two the higheſt Points of all : for all 
Men know and own, that the Jews 
believed but one Divine Perſon 3 and 
Dr. Ball himſelf has largely proved, 
(out of Juſtin Martyr) that the Jews 
expected, that the Mcitias (or Chriſt) 
ſhould be a Man only, not G:d. To 
the Teftimony of Juſtin, he might 
have added Origen contr, Celſ. l. 2. 

P79. &l.4.p.162. 

Farthermore, when Epiphanius 
(in the Chapter before-quoted) makes 
doubt, whether the Nazarens held 
that the Lord Chriſt was the Son of 
Joſeph and Mary, or was miracu- 
louſly generated by the Holy Spirit in 
the Womb of Mary : who fees not, 
that he took it for granted and cer- 
tain, that they denied he was God or 
a Divine Perſon if he had not hiſt 
ſuppoſed that, he could never have 
made'it a Queſtion, whether they did 
not think he was the Son of only Fo- 
ſeph and Mary? Becauſe he knew, 
that the Nazarens believed the Lord 
Chriſt was only a Man ; therefore he 
queſtions, and otherwiſe could not 


queltion 5 whether they held, he was 
the Son of Mary by Foſeph, or of 
Mary by the Holy Spirit ? 

To add now no more, St. Auſtis 
(contr, Creſc.l, 1. c, 31.) lays; Et 
nunc ſunt quidam Heretici, qui ſe 
Natareos vacant ;, & nonnullis tamen 
Symmachiani appellantur, i.e. * There 
& are now certain Hereticks, by 
& themſelves called Nazarens 3 bur 
& by divers they are named Symma- 
& chians. To know therefore what 
the Nazarens held, we need only to 
inquize, what Symmachus held, En- 
ſebins will anſwer 3 Symmachus was 
an Ebjonite, and maintained Chriſt 
to be the Son of Joſeph and ary. 
Euſeb. H. E. 1. 6.6.17. But here 
we are to note two things. Firſt, 
the Nazarens did not hold, that the 
Lord Chrit was the Son of Joſeph 
and Mary; but the Son of God, by 
miraculous Conception in the Virgin 
Mary. But divers (as St. Auſtin 
has cautiouſly worded it) were not 
ſo critical, or fo well verſed in the 
Knowledyg, of Se&s, as to mind or 
underliand the ſeveral Subdiviſions of 
them: therefore becauſe the Naza- 
rens were ſo far Ebionites and Sym- 
machians, that they held the Lord 
Chriſt was 4 an only, tho generated 
not by Foſeph but by the Power of 
God in the Womb of the Virgin 7a- 
ry; they called them Ebionites and 
Symmachians, - tho both theſe (the 
Symmachians and Ebionites) not on- 
ly believed that Chriſt was but a Xlany 
but that he was the Son of Foſeph by 
bis Wife Mary, not of God by the 


Virgin Mary, Secondly, Symmachu 
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and the Ebionites, as they held our 
Saviour to be the Son of Joſeph and 
Mary, fo they contended, that the 
firſt Chapter of St. Matthew's Go- 
ſpe] was added by the Greek Tran- 
ſhtor. St. Matthew wrote his Go- 
{pel in Hebrew-z when it was tran- 
ſlated into Greek, the Tranſlator pre- 
faced it with a Genealogy, and- a 
Narration that our Saviour was con- 
ceived by the Holy Spirit of God, 
and was not the Son of Foſeph : but 
this Genealogy and Narration, ſaid 
Symmachns and the Ebionites, is not 
in the Hebrew Goſpel of St. ſat- 
thew, .nay is the- mere Invention of 
the Tranſlator. As for the other Go- 
ſpels, the Ebionites and Symmachs 
did not receive the Goſpel of St. 
Luke : and for that of St. Fobn, they 
faid it was indeed written by Cerin- 
thus, to confirm . his (Platonick) 
Conceits about the Logos or WORD ; 
which he ſuppoſed to be the Chriſt, 
or Spirit of God that reſted on, and 
inhabited the Perſon of Feſ#s. 

Let us now, for the Eaſe of the 
Reader, ſum up this whole Evidence 
concerning the Nazarens, in ſhort 
Paragraphs. All grant, they were 
the Jewiſh Chriſtians, whoſe firſt 
Churches were gathered by the Apo- 
files themſelves in Fudea, Feruſalem, 
Paleſtine; Syria, Arabia, and the 
whole Orient. . The Queſtion +is, 
what they held concerning Almighty 
God, and the Petſon of our Saviour 
Jeſus Chriſt : whether they ſaid, there 
is but one Divine Pexſon, and our Sa- 


viour- is -a Man.only ; - or whether. 
they held a Trinity of Divine Perſons, - 


- 
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and that our Saviour is God moſi 
High? Weafhrm the former of thele, 
Dr. Bull the latter, We alledg thar, 

T heodoret ſays, in expreſs Terms 
the Nazarens honour the Lord Chriſt, 
Not as God, but only as a boly Man. 
We obſerve, that Theodvret lived 
where (Epiphamus informs us) the- 
Nazaren Churches then moſt abound- 


ed, in Syria cava : and that iwthe- 


Work by uz quoted, it is the very: 
Delign of Theodorer, to tell us the 
particular Opinions of the ſeveral De- 
nominations and Sects of Chrittians. - 

We alledg again, that the moſt 
learned Origen, who allo lived a long, 
time in Syria and Paleſtine it felt, - 
ſays ; that all Jewiſh Chriſtians were 
Ebionites. And Exſebius, that all 
Ebionites hold the Lord Chriſt is a 
Man only 3 but they are divided (fays 
he) into two Seas: for the Symma- 
chians and ſuch like Ebionites beheve, - 
Chriſt is 4 Man, .the Son of Joſeph - 
and Mary ;-others of them ſay, he is- 
a Man (miraculouſly) generated by. 
the Holy Spirit, or Divine Power, 
in the Womb of a Virgin. 

St. Auſtin ſays, the Nazarens are 
Symmachians. But he means only, 
they are thus far Symmachians, that 
they think Chritt is only a Man, not 
God. 

Epiphanics ſays, the Natarens 
communicated in their Hereſy with the - 
Ebiomtes , and that they beld as the 
Cerinthians ds : both which belic- 
ved, that our Saviour was a mere 
Man. He ſays, they agreed in all 
Points with the Jews, concerning 
whom, 'tis certain and granted 3 

that. 


that they never believed more than 
one Divine Perfon, and Dr. Bull 
himſelf has proved, that they ex- 
pected the Metlias (or Chrilt) ſhould 
be a Man, not Gud. Again, Eps- 
phanius wakes it appear, that he took 
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it for yielded, that the Nazarens be- 
lieved the Lord Chriſt to be a Man 
only; in that he doubts, whether 
they did not alſo hold, that he is the 
Son of only Jcſeph and Mary, 


To Dr. Bull's Objections concerning the Nazarens. 


S to what Dr, Bull obs, I 
(hill now evince, how trivo- 
lous and impertinent it is. He ob- 


zeds tult, the Authority of Sulpitizes 


Severus, who began to write about 
the Year 401. Sulpitins ſays, © The 
& -Emperor Adrian drove all fews 
&« out of Feruſalem : but this tended 
« to the Advantage of the Chriſtian 
&« Rehgion ; for. at that time almoſt 
& all of them believed 5n Chriſt God. 
Hiſt. ſacr. l.2.c. 31. This Expul- 
fion of all Jews- from Feruſalem, 
hapned about the Year of Chriſt 135. 
The Words almoſt all are intended to 
{ignify, that as the Jews were the Ma- 
Jority of the Inhabitants and Citizens 
of Jeruſalem; fo the molt (the far 
greater Number) of them were 
Chriſtians. But when he adds, they 
believed 12 Chrift-God; I have pro- 
ved it to be a Miſtake, by the Teſti- 
mony of thoſe Fathers who lived 
among the Jewiſh Chriſtians, name- 
ly, Origen and Theodoret; and of 
other Fathers who were much nearer 
to them than Sulpitzus, even Epipha- 
nm and St. Auguſtin. Epiphanius 
was Biſhop of Conſtantia in Cyprus, 
an Iſland juſt by Paleſtine ;, and he 


himſelf was a Native, and had his 
Education in Paleſtine : St. Aſtin, 
from Hippo in Africa, inforined him. 
{elf of the State of the Syrian and Pa- 
leſtine Churches, not only by Letters 
to and from the Learned Men of thoſe 
Churches and Provinces ; but alſo by 
ſome of his Clergy, whom he main- 
tained at Jeruſalem and the Holy 
Land, only for Intelligence and In- 
formation. On the contrary, Sul- 
pitirs lived in Aquitain, a Province of 
Ganl, in the (remoteft) weltern 
Parts of the Roman Empire 3 at the 
Diſtance of above 2000 Miles from 
Paleſtine and Syria, where the Jewiſh 
Chrittians had theix Churches 3 or as 
their Enemies (particularly St. Fe- 
rom) ipoke, their Synagogues, We 
cannot much wonder, that at fo 
great a Diſtance from the Jewiſh 
Chriſtians, Salpitivs miltook their 
Doctrine, concerning the Quality of 
our Saviour's Perſon, or whether he 
were God or Man :' nor will any Man 
of Prudence think, that one Sw{pitizs, 
at ſuch a Remotion from them, is to 
be believed, againſt ſo many moſt 
learned Fathers, who dwelt : partly 
among the Nazarens, partly very 
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'near to them. Beſides, Sulpitizs was 
not a Divine, but a Lawyer ;, bred a 
Heathen, and went over to the Chri- 
ttian Religion after he had long pr2- 
Ctiſed (as they (peak) at the Bar : *ris 


_ ealily conceived, that a New Con- 


vert to Chrittianity, might not be ve- 
ry skilful in the Knowledg and Di- 
itin&tion of Sects. Therefore Mon. 
tieur 4 Pin obſerves concerning, Sul. 
pitize, * That tho his Abridgment of 
& the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory is the beſt 
& we have of the Antients, yet it is 
&« not very exat : He commits di- 
&« vers Faults againft the Truth of 
& Hiſtory, eſpecially the Eccleliaſti- 
& cal. Eccl. Hiſt, cent. 5. p. 112. 
Dr. Bull cites alſo Enſeb. Hiſt. 
I. 4. c, 5- where that Hittorian ſays ; 
that the firſt 15 Biſhops of Feruſalem 
fat but a very ſhore time 3 but that he 
finds in the Writings of the Antients, 
that thoſe Biſhops received and pro- 
feſſed the true Knowledg of Chriſt. 1 
believe, there 15 no learned Man will 
doubt, that Eaſebius his Author for 
this, was Hegeſippm ;, who was the 
firſt that wrote an Eccleſiattical Hiſto- 
ry, which he pabliſhed about the 
Year of Chriſt 170, a Work now 
loſt, to the great Regret of learned 
Men. But when Hegeſiopms ſays, the 
Biſhops-ol Feru/alem profeſſed the true 
Knewledg of Cixriſt, did he mean, 3s 
Dr. Bull ſuppoſes, ' that Chriſt is God 
moſt High > No, . he meant, that 


* they profeſſed (in oppoſition to the 


Docete and others, who held the 
Pre-exiſtence'of our Saviour, and that 
he was not a Mai) he mas a true 
and very Man, and a Man only: 
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Of this I am perſwaJed by theſe Con- 
{;iderations, 

Firſt, Hegefiprus was himſelf a 
Jewiſh Chriltian, as Exſebins ( Hift. 
[.4.C, 22.) witneſſes; but all Jew- 
ih Chrittians, faith Orggen, (who 
tived and flouriſh'd above 100 Years 
before Enfebins) were Ebionites , 
that is, denied the Divinity of Chriti, 

Secondly, The fame Enſebius 
(161d. ) ſays, that Hegeſippus made uſe 
of St. Matthew's Hebrew Goſpel ; 
which was uſed only by the Ebiouites, 
and Unitarian Chriltians. 

Thirdly,, When Hegeſippus ( apud 
Euſeb. ibid. ) reckons up the Herelies 


and Hereticks of the Jewiſh Nation, 


that were (faith he) againſt the Tribe 
of Judah, and againſt Chriſt 3 he 
names the Samaritans, Phariſees, Sad- 
duces, Efſeans, Masbotheans, Gali- 
leans, Hetinerobaptiſis; bat if the 
Denial of our Saviour's Divinity had 
been a Jewiſh Hereſy, if the Ebionites 
or Cerinthians had been Hereticks, in 
the Judgment of Hegeſippus, they 
mult have come into the Catalogue 
ot Hereticks that were againſt Chriſt, 
for *tis certain (and yielded on all 
hands) that both theſe Sects denied 
the Divinity of our Saviour, If it be 
ſaid, Hegeſippus might not reckon 
the'Ebionites and Cerinthians among 
the Jewiſh Hereticksz becauſe tho 
they were Jews by Nation, they were 
Cariltians by Religion: yet at leaſt he 
would have put them into the Lift of 
Chrifiian Hereticks, which he does 
not, The Chiiitian Herctics, accord- 
ing to Hegeſippns, are the Herely of 
the Simonians, Menandrians, Mar- 

Cionites., 


Clonites, Carpocratians, Valentinians, 
But:lidians, Saturninians ; but not a 
wozd of the Ebionite.Cerinthian, Alo- 
glan, or Monarchian H:raicks, who 
were all Unitirians. But the Rea- 
Cer nut here take care, that he is 
not irapoted on by Yaleſius his Tran- 
Hation of Enſebizs: tor the Tranſla- 
tlon, efier the Enumeracion cf the 
before-naim.ed Hercties and Hereticks, 
adds ( alizq;) and others, as if ſome 
were omitted 3 but the Greek Text 
of Exſebius has no ſuch Words, In 
ſhort, 1 ſay, Hegeſippa gives a Cata- 
logue of the Hereties of the Jews and 
Gentiles, but does not account ei- 
ther the Cerinthians or Ebjonites 
among the Hereticks ; which he cer- 
tainly would, if he himſelf had held 
the Pre-exifience and Divinity of our 
Saviour. 

Laltly, I have before cited Yale- 
fius, owning and profeſſing, that the 
Ecclefiaftical . Hiliory of Hegeſippme 
was loſt by the Antients : becaule 
(like the Hypotypoſes of St. Clemens) 
1: was obſerved to agree with the Ulni- 
rarians. If ic be ſaid, But did not 
Euſebius know thu 5 and yet he al- 
ways ſpeaks reſpectfully of Hegeſip- 
pm: 1 anſwer, without doubt he 
knew it 3 but durſt not take notice of 
it: it was not for Ezſebsw, to find 
fault with an Apottolical Father z he 
could only difſcmble his Knowledg of 
what the Unitarians (and particu- 
larly his Antagonitt Marcelas) would 
not fail to make Advantage; and 
this alſo is the Reaſon, as I hinted be- 
fore, why this crafty Arian will take 
no notice of the Apoſiolick Creed, 
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as compoſed by them, tho he recites 
paraphraſtically (that ſo he may im- 
pole on his Reader) the Heads of it. 
Hiſt. L.1.c. 13. 

But if Hegeſppus (Unitarian He- 
geſippus ) was the Author whom Ex- 
ſebius tollows, in the Account he 
gives of the firlt 15 Biſhops of Jeru- 
ſalem, that they profeſſed the true 
Knowledg of Chriſt , which will not 
be quettioned by any that are conver- 
{ant in Euſcbtus, or have obſerved that 
he profefles (HF. 1. 4. c. 8, & 22.) 
to follow Hegeſippus concerning the 
Apoſliolick and following times : we 
have allo gained another very great 
Point 3 namely, this. That not on- 
ly the Jewiſh Chriſtians, but thoſe of 
Rome and all the great Churches to 
which Hegeſippas had reſorted, to 
know their Doctrine and Diſcipline, 
were alſo Unitarians; that is, held 
(with Hegeſeppus) that the Lord 
Chrift is a Man only. For he faith 
(apud Euſeb. 1,4. c. 22.) © That he 
& travelled to Rome, where he lived 
& under the Popes Anicetus, Soter 
© and Eleutherus, ſucceilively Popes 
& of Rome; but both here, and in 
© all other Epiſcopates, they keep 
&© the Doctrines taught by the Law 
& and the Prophets, and by our Sa- 
& viour. Briefly, he owns, that he 
found the Churches every where to be 
Octhodox and uniform : of which, 
if he was an Unitarian, as (l think) 
I have proved, the Meaning can be 
only this ; that they believed, as the 
Jewiſh Chriſtians do, the Lord Chriſt 
is « Man, th: Prophet and Meſſenger 
of God, on whem the Logos or Di- 

wine 


vine WORD reſted. This perſely 
agrees with the Account that the old 
Unitarians (in Exſeb:us) give ; name- 
ly, that they bad kept the Dottrine de- 
liver "d by the Apoſtles, and which 
was profeſſed every where, till the Op- 
poſition made to ut, by the Popes Vitor 
and Zepherin, who ſucceeded to E. 
leutherns, as he to Soter, and Soter 
to Anicetus, with which Orthodox 
Popes Hegefippus had converſed. The 
ſhort is; We grant that Euſebius 
fays, the Feraſalem-Biſhops profeſſed 
the true Knowledg of Chriſt : We an- 
{wer, he borrowed this trom FHege- 
ſippus, whom he took for his Author, 
elpecially in what concerned the A- 
poſiolick Times, and the Times that 
followed, to the taking of Feruſaler: 
by the Emperor Aarian in the Year 
135, that is, while thg.35 Biſhops 
(concerning whom our preſent Que- 
tion and Debate is) governed the 
Churches of Jeruſalem and Judea. 
But Hegeſippis being himſelf a Jewiſh 
Chriſtian, that is, one that believed 
our Saviour to be a Man only, when 
he ſaid, the- Fernſalem-Biſhops pro» 
fefled the true K. — Chriſt, he 
undoubtedly meant, that our Lord 
was a true and mere Man ; againſt 
the Docete and other platonizing 
Chriſtians, who held his Pre-ex- 
iſtence, and denied that he was a 
Man, 

Dr. Bull is not aſhamed to infer, 
from St. Auftin's Saying, that the 
Nazarens confeſs Chriſt is the Son of 
God; that they held he is ſo the Son 
of God, that he was born of God 
from all Eternity. | ſay, he is nt 


(43) 


aſhamed of this Inference, tho he 
knows that all Ebionites believed 
Chriſt was a Man only ; and yet E- 
piphamus fays of thetn, d.vers times, 
as St. Auſtin dues of the Nazarens, 
that ehey own the Lord Chriſt is the 
Son of God, For tho the Ebionites 
did not believe the mitaculous Con- 
ception, yet they jaid the [ ord Chritt 
i5 the Son of God, progreſſion? Virtu- 
tis, © quatenus ad ſublimia celeſtiaq; 
proveltus eff, 1.e. by Holinels, and 
by his Exaltation to the right Hand of 
God, Epiphan. Hereſ. Ebion, c, 13. 
Iren. [. 3.c, 30, Butlet us recite the 
very Words of St. Auſtin, de Here. 
Cc, 9, 10, © The Nazarens, as they 
« confeſs Chriſt is the Son of God, 
«© fo they obſerve the whole Law x 
& the which, Chriftians have becn 
&« taught that ?tis to be underticod 
& and taken ſpiritually, not carnally, 
< The Ebionites alſo ſay, that Ckriit 
<< 15a Man only, and obſerve the car- 
& nal Precepts of the Law, Theſe 
Words, the Ebjonites alſe ſay, thats 
Chriſt is a Man only, would be Non- 
ſenſe ; it the Nazarens, of whom he 
ſpeaks 3mmediately before, had not 

likewiſe ſo held. | 
In like manner he would part a falſe 
Meaning on theſe Words of St. Fe-. 
rom; ** The Narzarens belieye in 
& Chriſt the Son of God, who was 
© born of the Yirgin ary: the 
© fame, fay they, who {uttered under 
& Pontius Pilate, and role again 
from the Dead; in whom alſo 
« WE (T.e. we of the Church) be- 
& leve. One would have thought, 
that when the Nazarens fay here 
'F 3 We 
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We believe in the Son of God that 
was born of the Virgin Mary, was put 
to. Death under Pontius Pilate, and 
roſe azain from the Dead: they had 
{p#fhciently declared, that the Son of 

od in whom they believed was the 
Man Chriti Jelus ; not a Son of God 
that could not be born of the Virgin 
Mary, or die, or rite again. But 
becaule St. Ferom ſays, in whom alſo 
we believe , Dr. Bull cries out, Look 
here, the Nazarcns believed in that 
Son. of God, in whom the Ortho- 
dox believed. We think ſo too. 
Do&or ; becauſe both Parties believed 
in the Son of God, who was generated 
and born of Mary, died; ard roſe 
again: tho the Orthodox (to called) 
invented alſo another Son of Gd 3 a 
Son that could not be generated and 
born of Adary, a Son that could not 
die, a Son as old a4 his Father, a (e- 
cond Almighty , another Creator, 
firſt made known by the Council of 
Mice. 

Next, Dr. Bull produces-a Paſſage 
out of Juſtin Martyr, to prove that 
there were ſome; Chriſtians who vb- 
{erved the Moſaick Law, and yet be- 
lieved in ſuch a Chrilt, who was be- 
fore Lucifer and the 1oon: and who 
could theſe be, but the Nazarens? I 
anſwer z whoever they were, they 
were not the Nazarens : moſi of the 
Gnottick Sets, who alſo obſerved the 
Nofaick Law, held the Pre-cxittence 
of our Saviour. What hinders,. but 
that they might be the Cerinthians-? 
Belides, it tis. uncertajns whether 


Zauſtia meant to ſay, that there were 
ſome Chriſtians who keep the Law of 
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Moſes, and yet believe that Chriſt 
was before Lucifer and the Moon : 
to make out this Senſe, Dr. Bull is 
forced to add theſe Words to the 
Words of Juſtin, ſuch a Chriſt as you 
before deſcribed. Fudie. Eccl, p. 52. 
which Addition teens alſo contrary 
to the Context, where 'tis inſerted by 
Dr. Bull, for Dr. Bull contends tor a 
Chriſt (in that Context) who wag 
before. Lucifer and the Moon , and the 
Context deſcribes a Chriſt that was 
crucified, and to whom GOD has com- 
mittedthe Judgment of the Dead and 
Living, and bas given to him a King- 
dem that ſhall have ng end. This 
ſeems to be a mere Ebionite or Soci- 
nian-Chriſt ;, a Man, not God, 
Lalily, he quotes the Title of the 
12th Chapter of the 6th Book of the 
Conftitutionszof St. Clement, that is, 
as Dr. Bull himſelf confeſſes, falily in- 
titled to Sr. Clement, The Words 
are theſe, Of thoſe who confeſs, but 
yet live after the manner of the Jews 
Dr. Bull would have it thought, that 
this Title ſpeaks of thoſe who-confeſs 
that Chriſt ts the moſt High and Eter- 
nal God. Theſe, Mr. Bull thinks, 
could be no other .but the Nazarens. 
But to come at that Concluſion, Mr. 
Bull mult tirtt prove ; not only that 
the Nazarens believed the Lord Chri& 
is God the WORD: but that there 
were no cther Denominations of 
Chriſtians, who. obſerved the Mo-- 
ſaick Law. and: alſo believed that 
Chritt is God the WORD. But he 
knows, that the Cerinthians, and 
molt of the Guoſick Secs, did Ju- 


 daize and allo | belieye. the. Pre-ex-- 


iſtence. 


iſtence of our Saviour,. and that he is 
God the WORD. But let us grant to 
Dr. Bull whatever he contends for, 
from this Citation 3 and ſee how it 
will advantage his main Cauſe. The 
Queliion is concerning the Nazarens, 
whether they held, as the Church 
now does, that there is more than 
one Divine and Eternal Perſon 3 are 
there two, or three ſuch Perſons, is 
the Lord Chriſt the eternal God? 
Yes, ſays Dr. Bull; for the Conſtitu- 
tions (chap. 11.) have a Contefton 
to-that' purpoſe ;. and the 12th Chap- 
ter is concerning thoſe that confeſs 
(that is, fo confels) and yet live af- 
ter the manner of the Fews, that is, 
obſrve the Moſaick Law : and theſe, 
moſt certainly, were the Nazarens, 
But if the Nazarens confeſſed in the 
Form there mentioned ; they were 
far from believing as Dr. Bu, and 
the Church, now believe, Let us 
hear the Confeſſion at chap. 11. to 
which the Title urged by Dr. Butl 
does refer. I: faith, & Weteach but 
& one God, the Father of Chriſt 3 
© not a ſecond, not a third, not a 
& manifold God ; but one eternal 
© God. One would think, this 
were Socinus, or F. Creliius de uno 
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Deo Patre : but towards the Con-- 
cluſion, the Author (or Authors) 
ſhow, that he held the ſame Doctrine 
with Arius; for tho he had ſaid, 
there 1s but one God who is Eternal 
or trom Ercrnity, yet he owns thar 
Chritt is not a mere Man, but is allo 
God the WORD, That is, there is 
but one true, one eternal God, yer 
the Son or WORD js alſo God in an 
inferiour Senſe: namely, a God that 
was generated intime, and is ſet over 
the Works: of the Creation. Mon- 
{icur du Pin deals ingenuouſly, when 
he owns, that the Author of the Cor- 
ſiitutions ſeems to have been an Ari- 
an : herightly adds, that rhe Conſti- 
tutions, as we now have them, were 
forged after the times of St. Epipha- 
nins, for that Father quotes them 
far otherways than, nay contrary to, 
what they now are, Eecl. Hiſt.. 
Cent, 1. P. 29, 30» 

If the Reader compares this Se&i= 
on, with what I have alledged in the 
foregoing, he will perceive, that cis 
with the greateſt Juſtice and Truth in 
the World, that the preſent Unita-- 
rians claim the Nazarens (or firſt 
Jewiſh Churches and Chriltians) as 
ot our Patty, 


— 


Of the Alogs, or Alogians, &C. 


Rom the Na7zarens, that is, the 

L 7ewiſh Chriſtians, 1 goon to the 
Alogs or Alogians, who were the an- 
tient Gentile Chriſtians, They were 
called Alogiar, or Alogi, becauſe they 


- 


denied the Logos: or WORD; of- 
which St. John ſpeaks in his Goſpel, 
Epiſtles and Revelation: they laid, . 
that all thoſe Pieces were written by 
Cerintms, under the: Name of Sr. 


Toba 


RK 


'His Crucifixion, 


Jobs ; toconfirm Cerinthas his Con- 
ceits about the Logos, and the 2il{e- 
mum or thouſand Years Reign of 
Chriſt here upon Earth, For tho 
the Alog; held, that the Lord Chriti 
is a Man only ; as alſo did Cerimthus , 
yet Cerinthus (of the antient Unita- 
rlans) had thele two things, peculiar 
to himtelf. 1, That the Woild was 
made, not immediately by God ; 
but by God, by the Miniſtry of his 
Angels, 2, That the Loxd Chriſt 
was a Man only, the Son of Joſeph 
and ary; but there reſted on bim 
the Logos er Divine WORD, which 
he alſo called the Chriſt, by which 
Cerinthus intended the Spirit, Ener- 
gy or Power of God, that Power by 
which he created Original Matter, 
and made the World : but as the 
Chritt or WORD deſcended on Je- 
ſus at his Baptiſm, ſo it left him at 
The Alogians be- 
lieved none of theſe things : they 
faid, they had only received from the 
Apotiles z that the Lord Chriſt was 
the great Prophet promiſed by Moſes 
in the Law, and rhe Mcſſias (or 
Chriſt) intended in the Prophet Da- 
»iel, and who (in the Fulneſs of 
Time) was ſent by God to unite both 
Jews and Gentiles under one com- 
mon Inſtitution, or Law of Religion. 

Epiphanins is the firſt, who gave 
to them the Name of Alogs : before 
him, that is before the Year 368, 
they were ſimply called Chriſtians 
without any other Name, that might 
ſignify them to be a particular Sect. 
They were thoſe Chriftians of the 
Gentiles, who retained the {ſincere 
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Apoſtolick DoQrine concerning the 
Unity of God, and the Perſon of our 
Saviour, without corrupting it (more 
or leſs) with Platonick Notions, or 
Gnolſtick Novelties : they were very 
antient, co-eval with the Apoſtles ; 
and flouriſhed (as the prevailing Par- 
ty) in the Period called the Apoſto- 
lick Succeſſion, or to about the Year 
149. Epeipbanius all along {peaks of 
them, as the antient Unitarians of the 
Gentiles : He vs alto expreſly, 7 heo- 
dotus adjunxit ſe Hereſi Alogerum ; 
Theodotus joined himſelf to the Seft 
and Churches of the Alogians, Theo- 


dotus appeared about the Year 190 3, 


by joining himſelf to the Alogian 
Sect, we learn, that before he was of 
the Number of the (new) Platonick 
Chrittians z who held the Pre-ex- 
iftence of our Saviour. Enſebtus is 
ſtrangely out, or prevaricates too no- 
toriouſly, when he fays, Hiſt. Eccl. 


l. 5.c. 28. that this Theodotus was * 


the firſt, who held that our Saviour 
was 4 mere Man: for not Only the 
Alogians ſo held, but fo alſo did both 
ſorts of Ebjonites, and that by Con- 
feflion of Exſebius himſelf elſewhere, 
particularly #. Eccl. [, 3. c. 27. But 
Euſcbins takes all Occaſions, tho ne- 
ver ſo fraudulently, to depreſs the 
Unitarians, whom he had undertaken 
toconfute in the Perſon of Marcellus, 
Biſhop of Ancyra, We may take 
notice too, that the Excerpta at the 
End of Clemens of Alexandria his 
Books of Stromata, which bear the 
Title of the Oriental Dottrine of 
Theodotus, were not Particulars of 
the Dorine of Theodotns the Unita- 
rian 3 


et cs + Lat Let 
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rian 3 for the Doctrine of Theodotus 
was diametrically oppoſite to the 
Contents of thoſe Excerpra + but the 
Excerpta are nothing elte but a Frag- 
ment of the Hypotypoſes of St. Cle- 
mens himſelf, which alſo i3 obſerved 
by the learned Yaleſius, in his firtt 
Note on Emxſeb. H. E. Ll. 5. c. 11. 
and again on l(b. 6.c. 14. In few 
Wordsz that the Alogi held our Sa- 
viour was a Man only, is not quelit- 
oned by any: that they belonged at 
leaſt to the Apoſtolick Succeſſion is 
proved 3 becaule *tis confeſſed by the 
Trinitarian Hiſtorians, that the T heo- 
dotians (who appeared about the 
Year 190) joined themſelves to the 
Alogian Churches 3 and becauſe Epi- 
phanins ſpeaks of them (throughout) 
as flouriſhing in that Period. We have 
therefore deſervedly here reckoned 
them, ameng the antient and firſt 
Witneſſes of the true Doctrine. As 
to the Reaſons which they gave, and 
which I affirm net, againlt the Go- 
fpel, and uther Works, which we 
now account to St, Fohn, I have al- 
ready (briefly) intimated them, in 
the Conſiderations on the 4 Sermons 
of his Grace the Archbiſhop of Can- 
terbury, It was 400 Years before 
the Epiſtle to the-Hebrews was re- 
ceived as Canonical,\ any where in 
the Welt, and but in few Places of 
the Orient ; and other Books of the 
New Teſtament, eſpecially St. John's 
Revelation, were not preſently ad- 


mitted by the Catholick Church: it 


ought not therefore to ſeern ſtrange, 
that the modern Unitarians allow of 
the Goſpel and other Pieces of St, 
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John , tho they are aware that mauy 
of the Antients, and particularly 
ſome Unitarians ſuſpeted, and (too 
haſtily) rejected them. As it often 
happens, that Time detects Frauds 
and Falſhoods, fo allo (not unfre- 

aently) it dilcovers and vindicates 
oppreſſed Truths, | 

The latt Monument or Remain ot 
the Apoſtolick Succeſſion, which agrees 
with the Socinian Dod@tine concern- 
ing our Saviour, are the Recognitions, 
imputed to Clemens Romanus. They 
ſeem to be falſly reck. ned toSt. Cle- 
mens : but they are very antient, 
publiſhed (probably) in the Begin- 
ning of the 2d Century, or the ſecond 
Century being but little advanced ; 
when ſo many other ſpurious Pieces 
were ſet-forth, under the Names of 
Apoſtles, or of Apoſtolical Men. The 
Recognitions are quoted ( divers 
times ) by Origen, who began to 
flouriſh about the Year 210, But 
they are much antienter than Origen, 
for in a Fragment of Bardeſanes 
(apnd Euſeb. Prep. Evang. 1.6, c.10.) 
who flouriſhed about the Year 170, 
there is a Paſſage taken word for 
word out of the gth Book of the Re- 
cognitions, Whereas Dr. Cave con- 
jectures, that Bardeſanes was the Au- 
thor of the Recognitions ;, his Gueſs is. 
nothing probable, nay a manifeſt 
Miſtake 3 becauſe the Author of the 
Recogmtions was an Ebionite ; but 
Bardeſanes a Valentinian, that is, held 
the Pre-exittence of our Saviour, aud 
that he was not (as the Apoſtſe 
ſpeaks) made of a Woman, but 
brought his Fleſh from Heaven. It 
Pg » 
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tions are antien'er, not only than O- 
rigen, but than Bardeſanes ; how 
mach antienter We Cca1uno? Gcetermi- 
nately fav ; but probably publiſhed 
when the 2d Centary wes but liile 
advanced, when f.- many aftcccd to 
countenance their uwn Productions, 
with ile aatho:itative Names of the 
Apoliles and Apoſtolic] Men, Eut 
tho the Recognitions ae not the VV ors 
of Clemens Romans, yet they fuve 
to let us know,. wizt DoRrines and 
Rites were current or in ule in thoſe 
times : and to this purpoſe they are 
quoted by the {evere{i Criticks, of 
all Parties and Peiſwafions, I ſhall 
not need to cite particujar Paſſages 
out of theſe Books : for *cis confeſſed 
by the Trini:arian Criticks, and by 
Montieur d« Pin, who hith written 
laſt on the Fathers, that the Author 
of the Recognitions was a manifeſt 
Ebionite. Ececl. Hiſt, cent. 1. p. 28, 
But hitherto of the Apoſtolick Fa- 
thers, and the Writings and Remains 
of the Apoſtolick Succeſſion, I have 
proved, I think, that hithe:to we 
have no certain or probable notice, 
that there were-yet any who publick- 
ly profeſſed to hold the Pre-exiſtence 
of our Saviour ; or that he was God, 
in any Senſe of thzt Word, But on 
the contrary, the Apoliles Creed, tice 
true (and by all confeſſed) St. Cle- 
mens Romanw, the Nazaren, Mincan 
or Ebionite (that is, the Jewiſh) 
Churches, the Alogians (or Gentile 
Churches) Hegeſippxs the Father of 
Eccletiaftical Hiftorv, the molt anticnt 
Author of the Recognitions, were all 
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-xemains therefore, that the Recognie 


of them Unitarians z; that is, held 
there is but one Divine Perſon, and 
the Lord Chriſt was a Man only. 

I: ſhould ſeem then, that very 
thing hapned to the Chriſtian Church, 
which had formerly come to pals in 
the Clurch of the Jews. For as the 
Author of the Book of Judges (Judg, 
2. 7.) ſays © The People of 1ſracl 
« {crved the Lord, all the Days of 
© Foſhua, and of the Elders that 
© outliv:d Joſhua, —but when all 
that Generation was gathered to 
& their Fathers, there aroſe another 
& after them, which knew not the 
« Lord: fo the Children of Iſradl 
&« did Evil in the fight of the Lurd, 
& and ſerved Baalim, i. e. the Gods. 
In like manner, while the Apc ttles 
lived, and thoſe Elders who n-d con- 
verſed with the Apoltles, te Clniſti- 
an Church kept her 1elt wo the Ac- 
knowledgment ard Worthip of the 
one true God; and preterved the 
true Doctrine and Faith concerning 
the Pericon of the Lord Chriti, that 
he was a holy Man, the great Pro- 
phet and Mcfhas, piomiſed in the 
{,1w and other Bu: ks of the Old 
Teſtament. But win the Apdliles 
chemſfclves, and the E'.':rs of the A- 
poſtolick Succetſion, were gathered 
to their Fathers, then 2:21 Corrup- 
tions to prev +i] apace ; tn they fan- 
cied a pre-exiitent *1n of God, 
Goa?s Miniſter and Inti:ument in the 
creating, of al! things. and but little 
lels than his F-ther, 4 Son, faid 
they, who being, (tho but the inſtru- 
mental, yet) the immcaiate. Creator 
of all things, is to be worſhipped by 


us 


us his Creatares. -.A'Son, who, tho 
with reſpe&t to the dvT»s Ids (as 
they ſtill fpoke) the true and very 
God the Father, is but a Miniſter and 
Subjc& ; yet with reſpect to us (his 
Creatures) isa God. A Son, who 
muſt be called ,%%s5, 4 God : thoon- 
ly the Father may-be called 6 0s, 
the God; thi. .., Þ3d by way of Ex- 
cellence and true Propriety. In a 
word, after the Apoſiles, .and Apo- 
ſtolical Elders or Paſtors, were com- 
poſed to reſt, the next Generation, 
like the _ Church, .did Evil in 
the Sight of the Lord, and ſerved 
Baalim : that is, the half-Gods of 
their own deviſing. Nemo -repente 
fit turpiſſumus, therefore here they tiop 
a contiderable times namely, fron 
about the Year 140 and 150, tothe 
Nicene Council, or the Year 325. 
at what time, as we ſhall ſee hereaf- 
ter, Superſtition and Impicty made 
a ſudden and wonderful Advance. 
The firſt Defender and publick Pa- 
tron of the Apoſtacy, mentioned in 
the foregoing Paragraph, was _ 
Martyr, about the Year 150. Our 
'Oppoſers can quote no Father (or 
genuine Monument) older than Ju- 
ftin Martyr, for the Pre-exiſtence of 
our Saviour ; or that he ought to be 
called a God, in ſo much as the re- 
ſtrained inferiour Senſe, before faid. 
"Dr. Bull indeed pretends to prove tlie 
contrary, from (the connterfeit) Bar- 
nabas, the falſe Ignatine, alias Pio- 
.nius, and the Impoſtor Hermas : 
how injudicioufly, 1 think, Rach been 
competently ſhown in theſe preſent 
Papers 3 but I will yet oppoſe to him 


(49) 


one Authority, which © (1 doubt not) 
will convince the indifferent unpre- 
judiced-Reader, 

Euſebiue, that capital Antagoniſt 
of the Nazaren and Alogian Chritti- 
ans 3 and who ſearched with the ut- 
moſt _ into the remoteſt An- 
tiquity, tor whatſoever might ſeem 
to make againſt them, quotes (H. 
E. l.5.c. 28.) a very antient Au- 
thor, whom (in his foregoing Chap- 
ter) he reckons among the Eccleft- 
aſtical Writers that deſerve (faith he) 
to be eſteemed for their laudable Zeal 
and Induſtry. This laudable Man, 
you maſt.know, wrote a Book againſt 
the Theodotians and Artemonites, 
who were Branches of the Alogians : 
what Euſebius there cites out of him, 
is as follows: © The Unitarians 
<< pretend, that the Apoſiles and all 
& che Antients held the very Do- 
* Erine, concerning the Perſon of 
© our Saviour, that is now main- 
* tained by the Unitarians ; and that 
© it is but only ſince the Times of 
* the Popes Yittor and Zepherin, 
& that the Truth has been adultera- 
* ted and diſ:ountenanced, This 
*© would be credible, if (firſt) the 
© Unitarian DoQtrine were not con- 
© trary to Holy Scripture; and if 
* divers before Vitor and Zepherin 
& had not contended for the Divi- 
* nity of the Lord Chriſt, namely, 
« Tuſtin Martyr, Miltiades, T atia- 
* nus, Clemens of Alexandrig, Ire-. 
* eas, Melito. To whom wi may 
& add the antient Hymns or Pſalms, 
& wrote from the beginning by the 
*% Brethren; which ſpeak of Chriſt, 
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« as the WORD of God, and attri- 
& bute to him Divinazty. I will 
omit now, that all thete, but only 
Tuftin, were but Contemporaries to 
Fittor and Zepherin; or after them : 
for it is home to my purpoſe, that 
»be firſk whom our Oppoſers (of 
thoſe early times) could quote,. was 
Juſtin Martyr, who faith himſelf, 
in his-firft Apology, that he preſented 
his Apology in the Year 150. The 
Epiftles of Barnabas and Ipnatins, 
and the Prophecies and Vitons of 
Hermas, were not (it ſhould feem) 
yet- come out of the Mint; or were 
fo well known to be Impoſtures,. that 
no Body durſt to alledg them, in theſe 


. Controverſies, The Queſtion be- 
* exvcen Dr. .Bull- and the preſent Uni- 


tarians is, concerning the Fathers 
and Monuments of the 4poſtolick, Suc- 
ceſſion : whether theſe held our Savi- 


our's Pre-exiftence and: Divinity ?- 


Euſebixs anſwers us, out of a lauda- 
ble Author ;, that Faſtin Martyr op- 
poſed our NoQrine, that is, he gi- 
veth up-to us- the whole. Apoſtolick. 
Sxceeſſion>. which is as much as the 
Socinians ever claimed. As to the 
Hymns or Platms of the - Brethren, 
which (he faith) ſpoke of Chriſt as 
the WORD of God, and attributed 
to him Divinity 3 *tis plain, . that he 


ſpoke raſhly and at adventures, when 


he added, they: were- compoſed by the 
Brethren from the very firſÞ-: for ſce- 
ing the Authors of them ' were un- 
known fo alſo of neceſſity muſi 
their Date. 1: doubt not, theſe are 
the Pſalms. in FHenour of Chriſt; 


which were put down in the Patriar-. 
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chal Church of Antioch, under this 
Cenſare, that in very deed they were 
novel Compoſutons , by later Mev, 
and cont aining ſome dangerous Str ains, 
As we learn from a Letter of the 
Council at Anticch, apud Euſeb., H. 
E.l.7. c. 30. 

Having ſaid what was neceſſary, 
concerning the Apoftolick. Fathers, [ 
might now proceed immedigtely 
the Premitive Fathers, ſo called, te 
diſtinguiſh them from the Fathers 
that lived after the Nijcene Council, | 
or the Year 325, who are ſimply - 
called Fathers, But-becauſe I would - 
have nothing elſe to do,.in the 24 
and 3d. Parts of this Anſwer to Dr. 
Bull, bat only to examine and diſ-- 
cals his (impertinent and moſt frau- 
dulent ) Citations out of the Fa- + 
thers 3 and to oppoſe. to them (the 
certain and clear) Teſtimonies of the 
fame (and other) Fathers: therefors 
here I will conſider the two Paſſages 
in Dr. Bull's Defence of the Nicene 
Conncid, which (in my opinion) are 
the only Parts of his Book that needed 
to beat all remarked on by the Soci- 
nians.. The firſt is,. concerning be . 
Grounds on which Fuftin Martyr and 
the following Fathers built their new 
Doctrine of our Saviour's Pre-ex- - 
iftence z and that he was (thoa 245-- 
neflerial and Subordinate, . yet) an A- 
gent in the Creation of all things. The - 
other is; whether the: Explication of 
the Trinity (or how three Divine co- 
eternal co-equal Perſons and Spirits, 
can be blit exe God) given by Dr. Bud, . 
as-out of the Fathers, be not an unde--- 


of- 


. niable unavoidable. T ritheiſm ?- 
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-Of the Groands on which Juſtin Martyr, and the following F4- 
thers, built their Doftrine of our Saviour's Pre-exiſtence ; and 
that he is « (Miniſterial) Creator. © _ 


A Fer Dr. Bu had quoted ſome 
Paſſages of the Fathers, where- 
in they ſay, it was the Divine 
WORD who appeared fo often to 
= Patriarchs, was _ Abra- 

Tacoh, Moſes: He takes no- 
tice alſo that ſome leamed Men of 
the Moderns (at p. 20. he calls them 
virs quidam doftiſſims) deride theſe 
Citations, as mere Dreams of the 
-good Fathers ; and hold it for a cer- 
tain Truth, that it was only an An- 
.gel who appeared (o often, and on fo 
many Occalions, to the Patriarchs : 
.but the Angel, ſay they, is called 
Jehovah and God, becawſe on thoſe 
Occaſions be repreſented the Perſon 
and Authority of God.' He notes 
again, that others may obje& here- 
-upon 3 if the' Fathers. were miſtaken 
in the Ground on which they .did 
build their Suppoſition of our Savi- 
our's Pre-exiftence, ?tis but too 
'probable, that they have erred alſo 
in the \Suppoſition it ſelf, namely, 
that che Lord Chriſt did pre-cxitt, 
'or had a Being before he was born of 
the Virgin-fary He atr(wers ro the 
ſeveral Arguments of the virs quidam 
doltiſſims;, and I intend hete ro exa- 
mine his Anſwers. 

1. They argue; that indeed it is 
ſaid (at Exod; 3: 4.) God called to 


Moſes out 'of the midſt. of the Buſh - 
but it is owned in the (preceding) 
2d Verſe, that it was indeed an An- 
gel of the Lord that appeared to Mo- 
ſes, in a Flamt of Fire, in the midſt 
of the Buſh ; and'St. ry alſo al- 
ſures us,” (As 7. 30.) There appeat* 
ed to Mioſes an Angel of the Lord, in 
a Flame of Fire, in the midſt of a 
Buſh. Dr. Bull replies; 1. The 
Divine WORD, who is the true God, 
might be called here an Angel ; be- 
cauſe he appeared in ſuch manner 
as Angels were wont to appear. 
2dly. Some of the Fathers faid, that 
it was an Angel that a d in the 
Buſh ; but the Divine WORD was 
52 the Angel; and it was God #n the 
Angel, that ſpoke to Moſer theſe 
Words, 1am the God of thy Fathers. 
3dly.- ?Tis an abſurd, nay horrible 
Opinion, to think or maintain, that 
the Angels ever (as it were) atted 
the Perſon, and part of God, by al- 
ſuming his incommunicable Name 
Fehovah, or his Perſon, Authority 
and Attributes, He faith, it was ne- 
ver heard of, that an Ambaſſador (in 
delivering the Meſſage or Commands 
of his Maſter) took on him the-Per- 
ſon and Stile of his Mafter ; but all 
Ambaſſadors ſay only, thus ſaith my 
Aafter, 

G 2 Now 


Now in anſwer to theſe Eluſions ; 
firſt, Mr. Bull has but imperfectly 
reported the. Argument of thoſe 
learned - Men, .. to ' whom he endea- 
vours to anſwer. For they not only. 
alledg, that the Perſon who is called 
Fehovah at Exod.3. 4. is declared at 
ver. 2. of the ſame Chapter, and by 
St. Stephen at Afts7. 30; -to be only 


' an Angel; therefore. called Febovah 


and God, becauſe. he: repreſented. the 
Perſon and ' Authority of God : -but 
they prove this by Exatnples, and 
by very cogent Reaſons. Moſes 
tells the Ifraclites from God, Exod. 
23. 20. © 1: ſend an Angel before 


"<6 thee-in-the-way, to bring;thee in- 


<« to the Place that I-have prepared: 
& Beware of -himy obey his Voice, 
&« provoke him not 3 for he will not 
& pardon your Tranſgreffions, for 
& my Name # in bim, Who ces 
not here, that the — - S uq 
Angel beingo repreſent-my Perſon, 
and to Lon my Authority, there 
fore my Name # in him or therefore 
ke.is called:-by my Name; even Jcho- 
vah, or the LORD : which is-the 
Name by which this Angel is all along 
called in. the following Hiſtory, ſer 
down in- the ſubſequent Chapters 
and Books of Hoſes. Again, . when 
it is (aid at Ger. 7. 16. that Noah 
and his Sons, and: the Creatures: that 
were to be preſerved, being entred 
into the Ark, the LORD (Heb. Je- 
beveh) (hut them in; and when the 
Angel that wreſiled - with Faceb is 
called (Gen. 32::30.) God: is there 
not: an abſolute neceſſity of ſaying, 


that. theſe Angels had the Names Fe-- 
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bovab and God-given to them, on 
the account that they were heavenly 
Meſſengers, that repreſented the Per- 
ſon of God ? For-is 'it congruous to- 
lay, God: ſhut the Door; :and God, 

wieſtling. with Jacob, prevailed. not 

againſt bim? In a word, the viri. 
aottifſims ſhow, firſt, that 'tis ex- 

prefly ſaid concerning: a. mere Angel, 
that the Namepf God was is bin - 

And next, that very often the-Nature- 
and Quality of- the-. Action, -that is 

imputed to the Perſon .-who bears the: 
Names Fehevah and God, evinces, 
that the Perſon ſpoken of, is Jehovah: 
and God, only by Repreſentation. 
Bat let us now weigh: Dr. Bull's An- 
{wers. 

He faith, firſt, the Divine WORD, 
who is true God, might be called an: 
Angel, when he- appeared-to Moſes. 
in the Buſh 3 -< Becauſe God appear- 
© '&d in ſuch-manner, as Angels are: 
© wont to appear. But we cannot 
grant, that it. God appears in ſuch- 
manmer as Angels are wont to ap» 
pear, God may therefore be called an- 
Angel : .tho Dr, Ball deſires us, that-- 
of*- all: Love we would gran it ;, for 
he only-lays it,. and offers no manner 
of Proof, of ſo abfurd{and (in very- 
deed) impoſhible a Sappoſition. And 
we give this (inconteſtable) Reaſon, 
why the Perſon who appeared in the 
Buſh to Moſes, and is called ſome- 
times Angel, ſometirnes God, was 
only-an: Angel who was called God: 
on the Account that he repreſented 
God ; becauſe if he were God, and: 
theretore fpoke theſe Words, I am 
the God of thy: Fathers, -in his own: 
Narre, . 


Name, uot in the Name of another, 
or as repreſenting another : He ſhould 
have been called God only 3 and not 
Angel, which is to ſay Meſſenger. 
Nor do I know, why Dr. Bull pre- 
tends here, God is called an Angel in 
thjs Place, © Becauſe he-appeared in 
« ſuch manner as Angels are wont to 
& appear ; there was no Cauſe at all, 
why he ſhould fay ſo ; at leaſt there 
is nothing in the Text or Context, 
to countenance his ſo ſaying.. But 
oar Argument is extremely probable, 
white we ſay; if it ways indeed (not 
an Angel, but) God himſelf thac 
ſpake theſe Words, I am the God of 
thy Fathers, he could” be-only called 
God, and he was not at all an Angel, 
that is a Adeſſenger. Briefly, tis 
(fay 1) a Chimera, founded on no- 
thing, what Dr. Bull here ſays, that 
the true God is called an Angel in 
this Context, becauſe he appeared i 
ſuch manner as Angels are wont to ap- 
pear : for the manner of appearing 
here was wholly anuſual ; there never 
was any ſuch Appearance, whether by 
God or Angel,. cither before or ſince. 
Brt we argue 1olidly and conclading- 
ly, when we alledg z if it be not an 
Angel that ſpeaks here, in the Name 
and Perſon of God 3 but God himſelf, 
and in his own Name: * 'tis againft 
all Propriety and Grammar, that: he 
is called (both by Aoſes and St. Ste- 
phen) the Angel (or Meſſenger) of 
the Lord; 

But Dr. Ball has a 2d Evaſion: 
& Several Fathers faid, an Angel in- 
«- deed appeared in the Buſh ; but 
* God was in.the Angel: and it was 


(53) 


«© not the Angel that ſpoke, but God 
«* in the Angel. This is a Whimſy, 
tho he ſhould __ an hundred Fa- 
thers tor it, For if God himſelf was - 
in the Fire, and the Voice was from 
God; not from the Ange], what 
need was there, that an Angel ſhould - 
be there at all ? 

Laſtly,” he fays, 'tis an impious 
Opinion, that Angels ever (as: it 
were) atted' the Perſon and Part of 
God; by aſſuming the incommunica- 
ble Name Jehovah, and the Autho-- - 
rity and Artributes of God. No - 
Ambaſſador, he faith, ever took on - 
him the Name andStile of his Prince 3 - 
but the Ambaſſador ſays only, this 
ſatth my Mafter. He is a bold Man, - 
to charge even Angels themſelves; 
and ſo many Wiiters of holy Scrip- 
ture, as ridiculow and inpions:;, for 
giving the Name God to thoſe that 
repreſent God. Has not our Saviour 
himſelf told us, that they alſo are © 
called Gods, to whom the Word-of 
God comes, that is, the” Magiftracy, . . 
as all confeſs, And for: the Name 
Fehovah, which Dr. Bull calls- the - 
Incommunicable Name ;z I ask, how 
comes Febovab to be a greater Name, 
or more incommunicable; than God? 
And why has he faid nothing to fo 
many Inſtances as the Socinians, and - 
his oven virs- qizdam dofiiſumi, give 
of Perſons, and even of Places; on + 
which the Name Fehovab1s beliow- 
ed, in the Hiftorical Books -of Scrip- 
cure ? What he fays of Ambaſſadors 
ſerves only to ſhow, that he has for- 
got ſome part of his Acadeffiical- * 


Learning, and is but little acquainted 


WHh 


with the World. There is no Freſh- 
man in Oxſord or Cambridg, but 
will inform him, - out of the Roman 
Antiquities ;, that Publick Meſſengers 
were wont to aſſurne the Name and 
whole Stile of the Perſons whom 
they repreſented. The Feczals or 
Herald at Arms denounced War, in 
theſe Terms z © I the King and Peo- 
&« ple of Rome denounce and pro- 
« claim Hofſtility and War, againſt 
& the King and People of N. At 
this preſent time, in the Chriſtian 
- Countries, Ambaſſadors in ſome 
Caſes, take on them the Name and 
Stile of their Prince 3 as inall Eſpou- 
fals, and ſome other Caſes: but they 
always retain the Majeſty and Digni- 
ty of the Prince or State from whom 
they.come;z they always ſpeak with 
the Hat on; and their Pcrſons are 
'facroſantt, that is, they cannot be 
arrelied, contined or puniſhed, they 
can only be required to depart out of 
the Kingdom. This whole Defence 
therefore of Dr. Bull is either ground- 
leſs, or dixeRtly falſe. For if it had 
been God who tpoke to Moſes, out 
of the Buſh, he being preſent, and 
ſpeaking in bis own Name thelc 
Words, I am the God of thy Fathers : 
he could not have at all been called 
an Angel, that is Adeſſenger. And 
if God himſclt, as Mr. Bull pretends, 
was in the Fire, there was no Occa- 
tion, that an Angel allo ſhould be 
there. And ?is utterly talſe, that 
publick Meſſengers do not aſſume the 
Naine, or the Stile, or Dignity of 
the Sovereigns that ſend them, and 
- whom they repreſent. 1 ſhall there- 
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fore thank Dr. Bull, for giving 
his-Cauſe to the Socinians.- For 
it was the WORD (or' Son) as he 
lays, that appearcd. (in the Buſh) to 
Moſes ;, ittollows, that the WORD 
is not God, but the Angel (or Meſ- 
ſenger) of God: for he can never 
elude our Argument, that if the Pey. 
ſon that ſpoke theſe Words, I am ihe 
God of thy Fathers, had been God 
himſelf ſpeaking in b@ own Perſon, 
and there 6-4” he could not have 
been calle Meſſenger of the Lord 
either by doſes or St. Stephen, Dr, 
Bull muſt of neceſſity grant, either 
that the WORD did not appear in 
the Buſh; which is to yield that his 
Fathers miſtook, in the-chief Ground 
on which they built our Saviour's 
Pre-exiftence : or that the WORD 
is but a Meſſenger, not God; which 
i5 to yield his Caule. 

2. It is argued again, againſt Dr. 
Bull's Fathers, by the vir: quidam 
doftiſſimi, that indeed it is aid at 
Exod. 20. 1. God ſpake all theſe 
Words, namely the ten Command» 
ments: but other Texts inform us, 
that God is faid to have ſpoke the 
Commandments, and given the 
Law ; becauſc # and they were given 
and ſfoke by an Angel (attended or 
accompanied by other Angels) in the 
Perſon and Name of God, or as re- 
preſenting God; As 7. 53. They 
received the Law, by the D:/peſition 
of Angels. Gal. 3. 19. It was or- 


 dained by Angels, in the Hand of a 


Medtator ;, i. g. it was commanded 
or ſpoken by Angels; yet not imme- 
diately to the People, but by the Me- 

diation 


3; 
& 
p 


o 
be 
: 
x 
x 


dration (that is, the Intervention) 
of Moſes: the - Angels ſpake it to 
Moſes, in the Mount; he to the 
wy Heb..2.. 2, 3. ** If the Word 
cc 


' ſpoke by Angels was ſiedfaſt 


& ———how ſhall we eſcape, if we 
«-negle {o great Salvation, which 
© at fir{t began to be {poke by the 
& Lord us, ] and was-confirm- 
© ed to us, by them that heard him ? 
None ever doubted, that all theſe 
Texts ſpeak- of the Law; and: (the 
firſt and ſecond) of the ten Com- 
mandments more eſpecially; but we 
ſee "ris here ſaid, they were received 
from Angels, were ordained by An- 
gels, wete ſpoke by Angels ; of which 
the Meaning can only be, that the 
Angels ſpoke, ordained, and gave 


the Law, #n the Perſon of God, or as-- 
Suſtaizing the Name and Perſon of. 


God; we can no otherways reconcile 


theſe Texts, to thoſe other which im- - 


pute the giving and ſpeaking the Law 
to God himſelf. 

Whereas Dr. Bull replies ;-. the 
Law indeed is ſometimes faid- to be 
given by Angels, and ſpoke by An- 
gels, becauſe they were preſent and 
attended when Gad gave the Law: 
Almighty God came, he ſaith, wait- 
ed on by his Angels, to maniteli his 
Greatneſs and Majeliy. I ask 3 ſee- 
ing, according|to Dr. Bull, God was 
perſonally preſent,. nay it was he that 
{poke the Commandinents and the 
Law : howcould the Holy Scriptures 
ſay of the Angels, who atliſted only 
as.. Attendants. and Servants in the 
Train of the Celeftial King, that they: 


Lave, they. ordained, - they- ſpoke. the: 
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Law ? If his Majefty ſhould comets: 


Parliament in his Robes, and other 
Marks of Sovereign and Legiſlative 


Power ; but withal waited on by the - 
Gentlemen of his Chamber, or others- 


whom he thinks fic to call to kim ; 
will any one be fo. abſurd as to (ay, 


? 


that theſe Gentlemen made a moſt pra-- 


tions Speech to the two Houſes ? The 
Scriptures often tell us, the Com- 


mandments and Law were ſpoke, were 


ordained, were 
Trae, ſays Dc. Bail out of his Fa- 
thersz for the Angels were preſent, 


they waited on God wherr he gave, . 


grven by Angels: 


ordained, and ſpoke-the Law.. Who - 


ſees not, that at this rate of- anſwer- 


ing and arguing, he may alſo impute - 


the Ads of our Kings and Parlia- 


ments, to their Miace-bearers and * 


Door-keepers ?” 
Whereas he refers us to Dent. 33. 


-- 


2. and Pſal. 68, 17. as Texts that * 
will prove to us, that God himſelf : 


was with the Angels at $inas, where 
the Commandments and Law were 


delivered : it had been but civil, if 


he bad repeated the very Words of 
thoſe Texts. 


Authors ſend them of an Errand ; 
and generally to a- wrong Place too. 


It may be, Tamreading below Stairs : 


in my Parlor; my Bible is on the 


Stool, by- my Bed-lide, two Stories+ 


higher: is it good Manners in an 


Author, to oblige. me-to clamberup, - 
with gouty Knees and Hands, into 


my Bed-chamber, to ſearch for cer- 
tain Words which he himſelf durſt 
not recite, for fear I- ſhould laugh at 


Readers (commonly) ' 
. take it. very-unkindly, when (lazy) 


Fy 


him ? * 


kim? Well, but 1 have look®d into 
the Texts, which Mr. Bull was alha- 
. med to relate: and | will aſſure our 
common Reader, that they do not at 
all ſay, that God was any-more with 
the Angels in Sinai, than he is in all 
other Places 3 which is not ſuch a ſort 
of Preſence as will anſwer Mr. Bull's 
"Purpoſe. We doubt not, God was 
at Sinai in the mid(t of the Angels 3 
in ſuch Senſe, as itis ſaid by David, 
(Pal. 68. 25.) © It is well ſeen my 
© Gcod and King, how thou goeſt 
- © into the Sanftuary;z the Mintirels 
<< po b:fore, the Singers follow, in 
&«. the midſt are Damlſels playing with 
« Timbrels. Or as he is in the or- 
dinary Congregations of fach as at- 
ſemble to-hear-or-pray. Butwe (ay, 
ſach (general) Omnipreſence not- 
withſtanding 3 it is the Miniſter, not 


God, that (immediately) exhorts . 


. the Congregation : -and at Sinai the 
Angels, not God, immediately gave 
and ſpoke the Law 3 that is, as re- 
, preſenting the Perſon of God, and 
by his eſpecial Mandate, Orders and 
' Directions, they gave the Law and 
the Commandments,” 
:3.'Again, they objet to Mr. Bull's 
Fathers, Heb. 1. 1, 2. ** God, who 
« at ſundry times, and in divers 
&« manners, | as by Vitions, Dreams, 
.« Apparitions of his Angels ] ſpake 
« in times paſt by the Pcophers to the 
« Fathers, hath 1 theſe laſt Days 
& ſpoken to #« by bs Son, Here now 
are Dr. Bull's Fathers and St, Paul at 
. utter Variance, St. Paul fays, God 
.&n1 times paſt ſpoke to the Patriarchs 
and the Jewiſh Church by his Pro- 
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phets, in divers manners 3 by Dreams, 
Apparitions of Angels,” Viſions, Bur- 
dens, Inſpirations : but at length, 5 
theſe laſt Days, in the Goſpel-Age 
with which the World ſhall conclude, 
he has ſpoke to ns by his Son. © Dr. 
Bull's Fathers, on the contrary, pre 

tend, that God ſpake all along in the 
Old Teftament-times, not by a crea- 
ted Angel, but by his Son-the eternal 
WORD. The Socinians are abſo- 


But what ſays Dr. Bull ? He is ne- 
ver ata loſs, he anſwers. When St. 
Paul ſays, *tisbut in theſe laſt Days, 
or in the Goſpel-Age, that the Son of 
God hath ſpoken to Mcn the 
Meaning is, he did not before ſpeak 
smmediately toMen. How ſoz why 
not immediately, if he appeared viſ- 
bly, was heard audibly, and directed 
his Speech immediately to the Perſon 


(or Perſons) to whom he appeared? 


No, all this is not - 5nmediate- ſpeak- 
1g, Dr. Bull ſays, *Tis a hard Cafe 
truly.; but when the Scriptures fay 


farther, that God (that is, the An- 


gel who rep::ſented God) ſpake to 
Moſes face to face, as & Man to bis 
Friend ;, (hall not this neither be 5m- 
mediate ſpeaking? Doubtleſs, it mult 


.not ; for if 1t be, Dr. Bull has loſt 


his Cauſe 3 which is the only Reaſon, 
why, ſpeaking audibly, viſibly, face 
to face, and as a Man to his Friend, 
is not immediate ſpeaking. But _ 

ene 
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the Apoſile ſays; *tis but #5: theſe laft 
Days, in the Goſpel-Age, that God 
hath ſpoke to-Men by hisSon : who. 
gave Dr. Bull (or Friend L, de Tena) 
Authority to add to his Words smme- 
diately, or immediatione ſuppoſits ? 
The Apoſtle ſpeaks 7 walimited 
Terms , it is, faith he, but only in 
this Goſpel- Age that God hath ſpoke 
to Men by his Son : fair and ſoftly, 
cries Dr. Bull , it muſt be underftood 
cum grano ſals, or good Paul is 

uite out ; for when all is done, God 
are to Men by his Son, nay by none 
but bim, from the very firſt, For 
the Son. ſpoke to Men from the Be- 
ginning, in the Likeneſs of an Angel 3 
not indeed smmediately, but viſibly, 
audibly, 25 a Friend to his Friend 
and directing alſo his Speech smmeds- 
ately,to the Perſon, and to no other, 
to whom he at that time appeared. 
And this they call, interpreting of 
Scriptpre'z, their Cauſe indeed re- 
quires ſuch Interpreters. ISO 
' But: to prove, that the Lord Chriſt 
did indeed pre-exiſt ; and was that 
Angel who led the Iſraelites thorow 
the  Wilderneſs,, Dr. Bull alledges 
1 Ce. 10. 9, ©, And let us not "_ 
* Chriſt; .as, ſome of them alto 
$* tempted, and were deſtroyed of 
© Serpents, The' Ifraclites then 
were deliroyed of Serpents, for their 
tempting (that is, provoking) che 
Lord Chriſt with their Sins, while 
(in the Appearance of an Ange]) he 
led them thorow the Wilderneſs. 
To this Text Grotius anſwers, that 
without doubt, Let ws not tempt 


Chriſt is a falſe Reading : and that 
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we ought to read with the Alexan- 
adrian Copy, ** Let us not tempt God, 
« as, ſome of them tempted, atid 
& were d(loyed 'of Serpents. * Dr. 
Bull replies, the Authority of the 
Alexanarian Copy cannot be oppoled 
to the Syriac, Latin and Arabick Ver. 
ſions, to St. Ambroſe, St. Chryſo- 
ſtom, and Theophylatt, Yes, the A- 
lexandrian Copy is much antienter 
than any of thoſe Verlions or Fa- 
thers: the Latin (which is the firſt) 
was made by St. Ferom, above 1co 
Years after the Alexandrian Copy. 
But why has Dr. Bull ſuppreſſed it, 
that one of his own Hiſtorians (Sr. 
Epiphanics) has expreſly informcd 
us, Who was the particular Man 
that corrupted this Text : the Here- 
tick Marcion, inftead of let ws not 
tempt the Lord, that is to fay God, 
publiſhed in his Copies, /et ws not 
tempt Chriſt: Epiphan. |. 1. T. 1. 
Pp. 358. Edit. Petav. This Corrup- 
tion 15 very antient, for  Marcion 
(one of the firſt that defended our 
Saviour's Pre-exiſtence 3 and to ſup- 
port that DoGtrine, corrupted this 
Text) flourjſhed about the Year 150. 
But after the Nicene Council), *tis no 
wonder that 'many Trinitarians fo!- 
lowed (in this Text) the Copies of 
Aarcion, as being then near 200 
Yearsold ; and it was after the Ni- 
cene Council, that all the Verfions 
and Fathers to whom Dr. Bull ap- 
peals concerning, this Text, appear- 
ed, 

But to confirm farther the Pre-ex- 
itence of the, WORD, or 'Son cf 
Ged, Dr. Bull dares pretend that ?tis 

H - 


a part of the Jewiſh Cabbala, or tra- 
ditional Knowledg, which that Na- 
tion derived from doſes, he from 
(od. Hereupon he cites ſonie Words 
of the (Apocryphal) Wiſdom of So- 
lomen, which (according to him) Is 
a very antient Book ;, alfo ſome Ex- 
prefiions of Philo Fudew, {uppofed 
to be a Jew by Religion a3 well as by 
Nation : He appeals alto to the Chal- 
dee Paraphrafes (or Tranſlations of 
the Old Teltament by Ozkelos. and 
Fonathan) as if theſe ſpake of the 
WORD, as a Perſon, and the great 
Meſſenger of God, under the Old 
Fetiament: And tnally, he ſays, 
Maſins (on Foſbua). has quoted a 
certain. Rabbi, and an old Jewiſh 
Book called Tanchumam, which 
ſpeak of the WORD much after the 
manner as doth the Author of the 
Wiſdom of Solomon. 

He faith firſt, that the Pre-ex- 
iſtence of the WORD, as a Divine 
Almighty Perſon, and as the Son of 
God, isa part of the Jewiſh Cabba- 
{a, or traditional Knowledg : Then, 
to prove this, he cites Paſſages out of 
Philo, the Wiſdom of Solomon, the 
Paraphraſes of Onkelos and fonathan, 
a certain Rabbi, and the Buok Tan- 
chamam. He thinks, it ſhould ſeem, 
that theſe Jewiſh Writers: had their 
Notion of the WORD, from the 
Jewith Cabbala, I catmot but won- 


der, I confeſs, that a Proteltant Di- 
vine ſhould believe the Jewiſh Cab- 
bala ;, or think- that the Jews had 4 
traditional Knowledg or lnlticution, 
concerning God and Religion, di- 
{lin&.fro:n the. Rooks of Aoſes and: 
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ce Prophets, T had thought, that 
all Prorettants, nay all Chriſtimns, 
were agreed, that the Cabbalk is the 
Invention of_ the Phariſees and Maſters. 
of the Pharifaical Se&, not a Tradi- 
tion from Mofes, It the Cabala had 
come from WMofes ;, or had it beet 
acknowledged by the Prophets and 
antient Jewtſh Church, as of Divivie 
Revelation and Inſtifution : fit would: 
have been often mentioned, appeal- 
ed and alluded to, in the Books 'of 
the Old Teftament ; and there is no 
queſtion. that Ezra (when he made 
the Colleion of Canonical Books 
and Monuments, immiediately afrer 
the Return from the Babyloniſh C#p- 
tivity). would have had an 'efpecttl 
Care of the Divine 'Cabala, of Tra- 
ditional'Knowledg, He would 'have 
committed it 'to Writing,' "left: 
ſhould be loft or corrupted: He 
would have added it to the Canon of 
Scriptare,.when he colleedaRothey. 
Pieces that, had becn written by 
Prophets, or other holy Men; He 
that has left tous the Proverbs 'of Sv-. 
I;:men, his Book of Love, nay the 
Story of Ruth, would ndthave neg- 
lefted the Divine |Cabala. But 1 
ſhall put this Dilemma 'to Dr. Ball ;,. 
let. him take it by which Horn He 
likes belt. Either the Cabala of the 
Jews is of humane Invention, or of 
divine Appointment and Revelation. 
If the former, why has he quoted 
(in ſo great a Queſtion as this now 
before us) a ſpurious Work,. an Im- 
poſture, an impious ( Pharifaical ) 
Addition to the Holy Scripture : will 
ſuch fraudulent Aats as-theſe, help or. 

credit: 


crecir his Canfe ? If the other; if the 
Cobals is a Tradition of Divine Re- 
velation and Iiſtitution 3 ?tis of equal 
Authority with the Writings of Afo- 
ſes and the Prophets 5 and Dr. Bull 
ought to bind it up, with the other 
two Parts of Holy Scripture, name- 
ly the Old and New Teſtaments. 
Dr. Bull may do as he pleaſes ; but 
the Socinians acquieſce in that Judg- 
ment which our Saviour himſelf has 
made of the Cabala, at Mat. 15. 
6, 9. where he calls this Traditional 
Law, the Commandments of Men, 
x mere humane (Phariſaical) Fig- 
ment he adds there, that by this 
Tradition of theirs they contradiCted 
and made vord the true and genuine 
Commandments of God. It is in vain 
therefore that Mr. Bufl tells us of a 
Cabala of the Jews; of which he 
(precarioufly, and without having 
read it, or {o much as knowing what 
it is} ſuppoſes, that it not only 
ſpeaks of the WORD, but ſpeaks of 
it as « Perſon and the Son of God: 
and afterwards, falls to citing fome 

ewiſh Authors ; who from this Ca- 

«la (as he again untr'!; ſuppoſes) 
diſcourſe of the WORD 3 2 pre-ex- 
iſtent Perſon, the Son 07 C04 by Ge- 
neration, and God's Micifenger or 
Minifier during the times of rhe Old 
Teftament. I ſay, this P:<tence of 
Dr. Bull is. vain, becauſe ſuppoſing 
the Cabala did ſpeak of the WORD, 
a3 .a Perſon and the Son of God, pre- 
exiltent' td the Creation it ſelf; and 
ſuppoling again, that the Jewith Au- 
thors (whom he cites) hzd taken 
their Doctrine jrom the Cabela * yet 
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what will alf this avail, when the 
Cabals it ſelf is (ſo certainly) nota 
Tradition from Moſes or God ; but 
a (mad) Colle&ion of Follies and 
Chimeras, the fickly Dreams of the 
(Fanacrical) Phariſces. 

The Jewiſh Cabala is fo far from 
owning a Trinity, that this very 
Dodtrine of (Apoſtate) Chriſtians, 
is the chief Offence that the Jews 
take at the Chriſtian Religion : it is 
the great thing that their learned Men 
(in all Books and Conferences) ob- 
ject to us, that we have departed 
from the firſt Commandment, and 
have advanced a ſecond and a third 
God. Farther, they as little belicve 
the WORD, when taken (in the 
Platonick Senſe, namely) for a Per- 
ſon; or that God has a Son, who 
was his Miniſter in the Creation of 
alt things, and his Meſſenger or An- 
gel to the Patriarchs, In ſhort, nei- 
ther now nor formerly have the Jews 
believed, that the WORD is the Son 
of God, but only his Power, Ener- 
gy and 'Virtue, Dr. Bull will never 
produce any thing of the Cabale, 
that but looks this way. And ſee 
here, what Origen, who flouriſhed 
2bout the Year 220, fays of the Jews3 
© I have diſrnted often, ſays this 
& mof! !:arned Father, with the Jew- 
© ;iſh Rabbins tnic were of moſt 
© Efteem; but could never meet 
«© with any of them, who approve 
& thi: Nodrine, that the NORD ts 
© 'rbe Son of God: Contr. Celſum, 
[.2.p.79. Again, |, 4. p. 162. he 
is more exprels in the cale 3 © Cel- 
« ſs is tgnorant that the Jews do 
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not believe, that the Meſhas (or 
Chriſt) whom they iill expect as 
to come, is not God, nor the Sor 
© of God. But Dr. Bull himſelf, 
tho here (to ſerve the preſent turn) 
he contends that the Jewiſh Cabals 
ſpeaks of the WORD as a Perſon and 
the Son of God, elſewhere (Fudic, 
Eccl. p. 170.) owns and proves, that 
& the Jews do not expect any Meſlt- 
© as or Chrilt, promited to them by 
< their Prophets, but who ſhall be 4 
& mere an. And he cites Zripho 
the Jew, ſaying, * We Jewsexpect 
& a Chiilt, who is a Man, born of 
© Men. But it this was the Opini- 
on of the Jews concerning .Chritt, 
that he ſhall be a Man only 3 why 
does Mr. Bull pretend in this Place, 
that the Cabaiz (or Traditional Do- 
E&rine of the Jc-s) which by them 
is ſuppoicd to be of Divine Revelati- 
on, teaches the contrary, namely that 
the Chriit is to be a Divine Perſon, 
the-eternal Son of God, and himſelf 
allo God? He will never reconcile 
theſe Contradictions to himſelf, But 
let us now examine, of what Autho- 
rity his Quotations, out of ſome 
Jewiſh Books, are. 

His firſt Citation is out of the A- 
pocryphal Book of Wiſdom; W:/d. 
18.15,16. * Thy Almighty WORD 
& leap'd down from Heaven, out cf 
& his Royal Throne; as a fierce 
Man of War, inio a Land deſti- 
& ned to Deſtruction. He brought 
thine unfeigned Commandment, 
as a ſharp Sword 3 and ſtanding 
up, filled all things with Death : 
he touched the Heaven, tho he 
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& ſtood upon- the! Earth. In ſober 
Sadneſs, this was a terrible WORD : 
his Feet ſtood on plain Ground, and 
yet his Head touched (not the Clouds 
or the Zcher, but) Heaven it ſelf, 
and with his Death-dealing Fauchion, 
he even depopulated the whole Coun- 
try, in a few Minutes. *Tis ſuffici- 
ent however, I ſuppoſe, to ſober 
People, if we ſay hereupon, that this 
ſame was only a Chimerical, not a 
real Almanzor , and that there is no 
Body but Dr. Bull, that will ever be 
afraid of his Puiflance. But Dr. 
Bull objeas, that however this Paſ- 
ſage ſerves to ſhow, that the Author 
of the Book of Wiſdom, who was a 
Jew, believed the WORD. Right, 
but then he ſhould have obſerved too, 
that the Book as we now have it, 
mutt be as much reckoned to the 
Tranſlator who was a Chriſtian, as 
to the firſt Writer of it, who (it may 
be) was a Jew. Let us hear Gro- 
tix, in his Preface to his Annotati- 
ons on this Book : ** The Book of 
« Wiſdom was written by a Jew, 
&« who lived after the times of Ez- 
& ra: but ſome Chriſtian or other 
&© (who was a Greek) hapning on 
& it, he hath given itus in the Greek 
&© Tongue, but with divers Additi- 
& ons to it, taken from the Chriſti- 
& an Religion, Of this kind, no 
Man will doubt it, is this Deſcription 
of the WORD, which is wholly 
Chriſtian, as Chriſtianity began to 
be taught about the middle of the . 
ſecond Age": the Jews, as we have 
heard from Origen, never believed 
ſuch a kind of WORD ; namely, 

that 


that is a Perſon, .the Son of God, 
or God. 

His next Allegation is from the 
Paraphraſes of Onkelos and Fonathan, 
Jews that tranſlated the Old Telta- 
ment into Syro-Chaldaick,. after a 
Paraphraſtical way. But I cannot 
perceive, that any of his Citations 
out of theſe Paraphraſes ſpeak of the 
WORD in the Platonick Senſe ; 


namely, as a Perſon, or as a God: 


but only in the Jewiſh and Socinian 
Senſe; namely, as the Energy and 
Power of God, or God's powerful 
effefinal Mandate. As to his laſt 
Quotation, from a Paraphraſe of Fo- 
nathan on the Pſalms 3 which has 
ſome Appearance of being to the pur- 
poſe for which Mr. Bull alledged it ; 
whereas Fonathan ſeems to read, the 
Lord ſaid to his WORD, Sit on my 
right Hand ;, Jonathan's Words may 
better be rendred thus, the Lord ſaid 
by bis WORD, (4. e. his Mandate or 
Decree) Sit on my right Hand. 

But Philo ſpeaks home 3 he (ex- 
preſly) calls the WORD. the Son of 
God, his firſt-begotten Son : to whole 
Care (faith he Frther) as to the Vi- 
carius and Deputy of God, the 
whole Creation is committed ; and 
by whom it was originally made. 
But I ſhall never believe, that a Jew 
by Religion, wrote thoſe things con- 


cerning the WORD, that we {ce 


in Philo's Works. Emnſebins ſuſpects, 
Photius diretly affirms, that Phila 
was a Chriſtian. This laſt adds, that 
by occaſion of ſome Dilpleaſure t2- 
ken, Philo departed from the Chri- 
lian Religion. I believe, with Ex- 
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ſebica and Fhotine, that Philo was a 
Chrittan : but I make no queſtion, 
that Exſebius is miltaken in thinking, 
that this is the Phz/o who was ſent on 
an Ambaſſage to the Emperor C. Ca- 
kgula ,, but a Philo of the ſecond 
Age, tuward the expiring of it, or 
of the 2d Age jutt expiring. Forhe 
deſcribes the Therapeute, that is the 
Chriſtiars, both in their Dicipline, 
their Studies, and their manner of 
interpreting Holy Scripturez not as 
they lived or were in the Apoſtolick 
Times, but in the Cloſe of the fecond 
(and Beginning of the third) Age, 
Laſtly, as to the (obſcure) Rabbi 
cited by Maſi, and the (unknown) 
Book Tankumam, enough has been 
ſaid to evince that it they ſpeak of 
the WORD as the Son of Gad, they 
may be written perhaps in Rabbinical 
Hebrew, and by Jews by Nation, bur 
ſuch Jews as were come over to the 
Chriſtian Religion ; there being no- 
thing more certain than that the Jews 
never owned a Son of God in any 
other Senſe but of Adoption, Sandti- 
fication, Exaltation, and ſuch like ; 
nor do I think, that Dr. Bull himſelf 
will again inſiſt on Jewiſh Authori- 
ties, whether they be theſe or any 
other. He ſhould make hiniſelf ri- 
diculous. to. all learned Men, by per- 
ſevering in ſuch a notorious Miltake 
as thisz that the Jews either now, 
or in any time paſt, believed the 
WORD as a Perſon, or that God be- 
gat a Son, who was fre-exiſtent to 
the World, and was (together with 
God) the Creator of it : cis for this 
very Doctrine, that the Jews bave 
pre= 
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:pretended cver ſince the Council of 
Nice, and at this day do pretend, 
that Chriltianity is a Revolt to Hea- 
theniſm and Paganiſm. 

| There remains now but one thing 
more in Dr. Bull's Defence of the NI- 
cene Fauh, that I intend toconſider 


in this firft Part of my Anſwer to 
him ; his Explication of the Trini- 
ty : or how three Divine Perſons and 
Spirits, each of which has all Divine 
PerfeRions, and is ſingly and by 
himſelf God, nay perfett God, are 
(for all that) but one God, 


On the Explication of the Trinity, according to the Fathers 
:nd Dr. Bull. 


= HAT three Divine Spirits and 
Perſons, each of which has all 
potſible (real) Pertections, and there- 
fore is (ingly and by himſelf, as the 
Athanatian Creed ſpeaks) a moſt per- 
ſect God, are but one God, is ſo 
monſtrous a Paradox; that we 
might jaſtly wonder, ſuch a contra- 
dicory and impoſſible DoQtrine be- 
ing (unhappily)' got abroad, was 
not immediately hiſſed again, into 
the Hole, from whence the Chimera 
hrſt fallied ; did we not know, that 
the Propagation and Conſervation of 
this Aﬀeont to common Senſe, and 
to all the Principles of Knowledg aud 
Stlence, was the Work and Effect of 
ſuch penal Laws, as would cqually 
have refiored the whole Body and Sy- 
ftem of Paganiſm, While che Que- 
ſtion about the Trinity was difpuced, 
only by Argument and Amthor:ties of 
Holy Scripture , the Proverb was, all 
the World is againſt Achanalius, ad 
Athanaſius is againſt all the World, 
And in Conſtantinople it (elf, the tien 
capita} City of the whole Roman 
Empire, the Trinitarian Conventicle 


was ſo thin, that it had more Benches 
than Men to fit on them : and their 
Preacher was forced to comfort his al- 
moſt empty Fold with ſuch Reflei- 
ons as theſe : ** The Unitaries, ſays 
6: be, have the Churches, but we 
«© (we Trmitarians) are the Tem- 
<« ples of God 3 they. have the Peo- 
« ple, but the Angels are with us: 
my Flock indeed is little, I ealily 
& tel} all my Sheep 3 but they hear 
my Voice, they follow me, and 
will not follow Strangers. Greg. 
Naxziant. Serm. 35. 2gainſt the Ari- 
ans. But the Empire falling; at length 
toa Prince, who was a bigotted Tri- 
nitarian 3 he plied the Imperial Au- 
thority, and the Awe of his Armies, 
vi!; ch <coufitied (for the miſt part) 
of Souidies and Oficas wiz had 
been vorn (bred uu routinued) Pa- 
Sans, to eſtabliih + auitarianiſm by 
Terrors and Faace. tle (*twas Theo- 
doſrus) and his Succe ſors began with 
raking, the Chriches, +44 all Uni- 
tarians, by military Force * then they 
were prohibited to hold their Aﬀſem- 
blics, Conventicles they were ' now 

Called, 


2” 


FTHTVI 


(63) 


called, within the Preciudts of Cities 
or Towns, Next, he called general 
Councils, but admitted none to Sel- 
fion 'or Vote but Trinitarians : to 
whoſe Creeds and 'Canons, all that 
flood for any (the very leaft) Charch- 
Preferment, mutt fubſcribe, before 
they were admitted to their Places. 
Afterwards, all Diſpates againſt the 
Decitions of theſe Councils were for- 
bid to all withont Exception : to 
Churchmen and military Officers, on 
pain of Depoſition; to Lay-men, if 
they were free, under the Penalty of 
Banithments to Servants, 'under pain 
of corporal Chaltiſemerit, and 'that 
too (faith 'the Law) after the ſe- 
wereft manner. They proceeded ftar- 
ther, 'they 'required all Perſons, to 
deliver up all Heretical Books, that 
they might be (publickly burnt 3 de- 
nouncing, horrible Puniſhments to 
ſuch as ſhould preſume to hide or con- 
ceal any ſuch Books. While the Ci- 
vil Power acted his Part in this (out- 
x3gious) manner, the Eccleliaſticks 
were as 'induſtrious another way :. 
the Ubiderlings of: them ſought the 
Favour of their Superiours, by turn- 
ing Inf -rmers againſt the Hereticks 
and their Afﬀemblies ; others (that 


_ could read. aid write) touk_ upon 


them the corrupting, or as they then- 
ſpoke, the: correfting the Bibles 3 ad- 
ding and leaving out as themlclves 
pleaſed. Nor would they have ler 
fo us, any Remain of genuine Chri- 
Rianity 3 or ſuffer?d a fingle Unitarian 
co eſcape their Barbarities ; but that 
their Diviſions: concerning their own 
Doetrine,, their. own Diſputes Ae 


Afini umbra, diverted often their 
Rage and Treachery, from the Scrip- 
tures and the Unitaries, tothe Mem- 
bers of their own Party and Commu- 
nion. Dares Dr. Ball, or any other, 
deny any thing of chis ? when they 
do, this (and much more) ſhall be 
proved upon them, from the moſt 
allowed of their own Hiſtorians, and 
trom the Codes which contain the Im- 
perial Conliitutions, 

We may fay then, that Trinitaria- 
niſm is not ſo much a Relivion; as- 
the Law of the Bszantine (or Con- 
ſtantinopolitan) Emperors; it was 
firſt introduced by military Force, 
then confirmed by Edits of the Ar- 
bitrary Eniperors of C-nft antineple. 
Well, but when Folly and Impiety 
are once eſtabliſh'd by Jas, and are 
the only way to Prefetment, there 
will never want a great Number, 
who will court the Favour of the 
Government, by endeavouring to: 
repreſent the current DoEtrine ot the 
Times, as pollible, nay as reaſona- 
ble and agreeable to Scripture : and: 
from hence came the Explications of 
the Trinity, by the Paraſites of thoſe 
times; whom now, in regard of 
their Antiquicy, we call the Fatheys,. 
Theſe Explications were various, and- 
contrary to one another, Dr. Bulf: 
has made choice of the moſt tolera- 
ble and paſlable Accounts given by 
che Fathers: and tho he haspatchrd- 
up one Hypotheiis (or Explication) 
out of many and divers, I wilt be: 
content to take it, as he gives it; He 
repreſents it, as the ordinary Explj- 
cation, of all the Fathers 3 as well 

the 
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the Ante-nicene as Poſt-nicene : let 
ns ſee what it is, and then make our 
Reflections upon it. _ 

They faid, there are three inhnite 
Perſons, known by the Names. of 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit ; each 
of which has all Divine Perfections, 
and in their higheſt Degree. They 
are ſo many diſtin, tho not divided 
or ſeparated Subliances and Efſences : 
they are as much three Spirits, as they 
are three Subſtances and Perſons ; each 
has his own proper and perſonal di- 
fin& Undertianding, Will, and (Al- 
mighty) Energy. It is true, that 
they ſaid alſo, that the three Divine 
Perſons are con{ubſantial, or have 
the ſame Subſtance : but they did not 
mean thereby the ſelf-ſame Subſtance, 
or the ſame Subliance 1m Alumber, 
but the ſame for Kind and Properties 3 
that is, their Subſtances are (alike) 
Divine, Immortal, and Unchangable. 
They are conſubſtantial to one ano- 
ther, as Stars are conſubliantial to 
Stars; that is, their Subliances, tho 
divers in Number, have the ſame 
Properties and Qualities. In ſhort, 
the Father, Son and Spirit, are d:- 
ftind (intelleual) Subſtances z, and 
are conſubſtantial (or of the ſame 
Subſtance) as their Subſtances or E(- 
ſences are alike infinite, immutable 
and immortal : they are alſo (and 
therefore) diſtinct Beings 3 and be- 
cauſe they are intel]ecual and (piritu- 
al, they are three Minds and three Spz- 
Tits, as much as they are three Per- 
fons and Subſtances. Laſtly, becauſe 
each has all poſlible (real) Perfections, 
therefore each of them is true God, 
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I dare to affirm before-hand, that 
Dr. Bull is ſo well (atisfied, that this 
is the Notion that the Fathers had of 
the Trinity, that he will own it for 
theirs and his, and will not (diſinge- 
nuouſly) deny that he intended this 
Explication or Account of the Trini- 
ty, inthe ſeveral Chapters of his :De- 
fence of the Nucene Faith, where he 
{peaks (either deſignedly or inciden- 
tally) of this Point. And his Book 
has given him ſuch a Reputation all 
over Europe, even in the Catholick 
Countries 3 and his Citations out of 
the Fathers, ſo plainly evince, that 
this was their Senſe 3 that (I believe) 
no Trinitarian will be fo raſh or hars 
dy, asto call him Heretick, or to at- 
tack or write againſt him as ſuch ; 
thoothers. (of leſs. Eſteem) are now 
loudly challenged of Hereſy, for this 
very Explication, In very deed, it 
is the DoQtrine of the (Poſt-nicene) 
Fathers, and of all the. real Trinita- 
rians: and ſince the-Revival of theſe 
Controverſies, divers, learned Wri- 
ters (by Name Dr. Cudworth, the 
late Archbiſhop of Canterbury, the 
Biſhop of Glocefter, Dr. Sherleck, 
Mr. How, and others) imbrace this 
Notion of the Trinity. ?Tis not 
unlikely, that (by degrees) it will 
exclude the (Sabellian Nominal) 
Trinity of-the Schools 3 and not only 
exclude it, but be the Occation that 
it ſhall be ,declared Heretical. ?Tis 
true, that more commonly in Uni- 
verſities, they go the way of the 
Schools ; but the ſcholaſtick Trinity 
implies ſo many Follies, and is ſo 
certainly nothing elſe but a diſguiſed 

n Sa- 
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Szbellianiſm : that the real Trinita- 
rians may probably enough carry 
their Point againit the Nominals 3 it 
the Difference between them, break- 
ing out into a Contention, thall fall 
into the Hands of able Managers. 

We have ſeen how the Fathers un- 
derfiood the Trinity 3 but the Difh- 
culty is ſtill behind : how did they 
make out the Unity of God ? For if 
there are three ſpiritual intellectual 
Subſt ances, three infinite Spirsts, three 
(eternal, all-knowing and all-pow- 
erful) Minds, Three, each of which 
is a perfe# God: do we not loſe the 
Unity of God, the principal Article 
of revealed Religion, and the grand 
Detign'of both the Teſtaments, while 
we believe and athrm three ſuch Per- 
1515? Dr. Bull here offers his Hand, 
at -a dead. lift 3 he tells: us, the Fa- 
thers-ealily came. off from this Ex- 
ception or Doubt, by ſaying, 

1; The Son and Spirit had their 
Original, their Being, and Godhead, 
from the Father: therefore having 

roceeded from him as their Principle 

and Fountain, rhey are not diſtinct 
Gods from him, but one God with 
him. The Fathers granted, thac 
were not the Son and Spirit origina- 
ted from the Father, the three Di- 
vine Perſons being ſo many ſeveral 
Principles, would alſo be ſo many 
Gods : but becauſe the Son and Spi- 
rit are not (as the Father) {clf-origi- 
nated or unoriginated, but from the 
Fatherz therefore they are rightly 
aid to be one God with him. 

Every one ſces, that there lies this 
Exception, againſt this Account of 


the Unity of God. If co be origi. 


nated from the Father, will make 


the Perſons fo originated tv be one __ 


God with him, or one with him and 
with one another 3 it follows, tl:at 
not only the Son and Holy*Spirit, 
but Angels alſo and Men (nay the 
whole Creation, the very vilett Parts 
of it) {hall be one God with the Fa- 
ther, and with the (pretended) Tri- 
nity, and one with one another, be- 
caule they are all originated from the 
Father. Therefore the Fathers (aid, 
2. Bare Orzgination from the Fa- 
ther, will not conſtitute the Perſons 
{o originated one God (or one) with 
him, or with -one another, unleſs 
they have the ſame Subſtance with the 
Father ; that is, as has been ſaid, the 
ſame for Kind and Properties. And 
this Contideration, they ſaid, ex- 
cludes all Creatures from being one 
God or one with the Father, or the 
bleſſed Trinity : for created Sub- 
ſtances are finite, ſubject to Change 
and Accidents. In a word, they are 
wholly unlike to the Divine Subſtance. 
They foreſaw, that it would be 
again objected here, If to be origi- 
nated from another, who is of the 
ſame kind with the Perions fo origi- 
nated from him, will make them all 
to be one > for Injtance, will make the 
Son and Spirit to be truly one, and 
one God, with the Father from 
whom they are 01iginatcd :; then two 
S.ns, or. a Son and Grandſon, be- 
cauſe they are Originated from the 
ſame Father, and are of the ſame kind 
with him, ſhall alſo -be one with 
him ; they ſhall not be three Mer, 
| but 


1. 


bat one Alar, as Father, Son, and 
Holy Spirit, are not three Gods, but 
one God, To wind them(ſc}ves from 
this moſt certain and ſolid Reaſoning, 
the Fathers deviſed a third Elution, 
as wiſe as either of the two former : 
they ſaid thar, 

3. Origination of two Perſons 
-from a firit Perſon, tho they are all 
of the ſane kind, will not make them 
one, or one God 5, except (as It 
molt luckily happens between the 
three Divine Perſons) the originated 
Perſons are prop2gated interiors pro- 
daFtione : tizat is, are generated by 
an internal Pryduction, fo that they 
are (always and in{parably) in the 
Perſon that produced them. And 
this at length is the Fathers whole 
Explication of a Trinity in Unity. 
They faid, in ſhort, three diftin&t Di- 
vine Perſons , Subſtances, Spirits, 
each of which is (fingly and by him- 
{elf ) a perfe@ God, are notwith- 
ttanding but one God ; becauſe the 
ſecond and third Perſons are or5g1- 
nated from the firſt, and are of the 
ſame Kind and Properties with him, 
and are generated or propagated by 
an internal Produtiion, lo that they 
inſeparably and always remain in the 
Father, and he tn them, This, in 
effec, is to lay 3 that naturally, pro- 
perly and truly ſpeaking, there are 
three Gods, or there are three Gods 
in Number : but in regard that God 
the Son, and God the Holy Ghoft, 
are of the ſame kind with God the 
Father, are origsnated from him, and 
are eternally and inſeparably zn him ; 
they may (in a Catachreſtical, im- 
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proper and refpeCive Senſe) all be 
called one God. 

I will examine very particularly, 
the whole Hypotheſis of theſe Fathers, 
their Trinity of Subſtances, Minds 
and Spirits; and their Explication 
(now laid down) how three ſuch 
Perfons and (Divine) Minds can be 
but one God ? Only for preventing 
(it it may be) future Cavils, 1 would 
firſt take notice, thatths Explication 
of the Unity of God (or how three 
Perſons can be but one God) by the 
Fathers and Dr. Bull, evidently ſup- 
poſes, that they held the three Divine 
Perſons are. ſo -many diftin& Sub- 
ſtances, Minds, and/Spirits, as well 
as diftin& Perſons, 

I think, ?cis ſufficient, to prove 
that the . Fathers - held the three Per-. 
ſons are ſo many diſtin Spirits and 
Minds, in that they fo certainly af- 
firmed them to be diftinlt ſpiritual 
Subſt ances : if the three Divine Per- 
ſons are three diſtin Subſtances, all 
Men (the very nominal Trinitarians 
themſelves) will grant, that they are 
diltin& Minds and Spirits. Dr. Bul 
hath inconteftably proved, by a great 
Number of Quotations, and might 
have proved by a great many more ; 
thac by conſubſiantial, or of the ſame 
Subſtance, the Fathers meant not the 
ſame Subſtance i” Number, but the 
ſame iz Properties. As Stars are con- 
ſubſtantial ro Stars, and the Bodies of 
Men to the Bodies of Beaſts 3 becauſe 
they are Subſtances of the ſame kind 
(that is, corporeal) and of «he ſame 
Propertzes, tor all Stars are lucsd, and 
the Bodics of Men and Baſis are or- 
| Lanzed, 


ganized, and ſubjef# to Alteration : 
So are the three Divine Perſons con- 
ſubſtantial, being of the ſawe kind, 
that is to ſay ſpiritual ;, and having 
the ſame Properties, namely Eteruity, 
Immutability, Omnipreſence, and 
the other Divine Attributes. I will 
undertake for it, that none of the 
Nominal Trinitarians (as angry as 
ſome of them are) will ever attempt 
to confute Dr. Bul''s firſt Chapter of 
his ſecond Scion 3 where he gives 
this Account of the word Conſub- 
ftantial, out of the Fathers. Burt if 
the Divine Perſons are therefore Con- 
ſubſtantial, becauſe they are of like 
kind, and have the fame Properties ; 
their Subſtance is not the ſame 
Namber, but only (as Dr. Bull (peaks) 
the ſame in Nature. And if this be 
true, as inconteſtably it is, that the 
Fathers believed the three Divine Per- 
fons tobe ſo many diftmntt ſpiritual 
Subſtances in Number : it will be 
controverted by no Body, that they 
are alſo (in the Judgment of the Fa- 
thers) diftinf# Minds and Spirits. 
Secondly 3 But (as I faid) the be- 
fore-mentioned Explications of the 
Unity of God, or how the three Di- 
vine Perſons are yet but one God, axe 
another, and an invincible Declara- 
tion 3 that they held the faid Perſons 
are three Minds, Spirits and Sub- 
Rances. If the Fathers had held, 
that the three Perſons are but one on- 
ly (numerical) Subſtance, one int1- 
nite Spirit, one omuiſcient Mind and 
Energy 3 and that they are called Per- 
ſons, only becauſe the one (numeri- 
cal) Subſtance (ubſiſts iz three Zodes, 
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that is, after three ſeveral manner; + 
I fay, if this had bren the Opinion of 
the Fathers, the Queſtion would not 
have been, how the three Perſons 
can be but one God, but how they 
can be called Hypoſtaſes or Perſons ? 
As at this day, no Man is fo fooliſh; 
as to charge the Nominal | rinitari- 
ans with Tritheiſm, or holding three 
Gods 3 but only with Gorham Phi- 
loſophy and Divinity, in calling 
Modes (or a Subſtance ſublilting at- 
ter three manners) Perſons, when it 
is ſo obvious that Modes are not Per 
ſons, but certain Aﬀections and acci- 
dental Denominations belonging to 
Perſons. The Fathers would never 
have troubled themſelves, nor would 
any ever have objected it to them, or 
demanded it of them; how they 
could fay there is but one God, it 
the three Perſons (by them ſo called) 
were but one (numerical) Subſtance 
ſubſiſting three manner of ways, or 
in three relative Modes : all the Que- 
ſtion (as I faid) would have been, 
what they meant by this Gibberiſh, 
ſubſiſting in three Modes or three man- 
ner of ways? What Occalion was 
there for the Fathers to tell us, the 
three Divine Perſons may be called 
one God 3 becauſe the Son and Spi- 
rit are originated from the Father, are 
like to him in all Divine Properties, 
and (ubſift in him : what need, I ſay, 
was there of theſe Excuſes, or how 
are they poflibly applicable to the 
three Divine Perſons ; if the Perſons 
were not taken to be ſo many Spirits, 
Minds and Subftances, but only a 
threctold manner of Subſiſtence of 
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the fame (numerical ) Subſtance, 
Mind and Spirit ? 

I omit (for the preſent) a great 
deal that might be farther ſaid on 
this Subje& ; becauſe when the No- 
minal Trinitarians have called, till 
they arc hoarſe, weary and aſham?d, 
to Univeriitices and Biſhops to clpoute 
their Caule, and to cenſuie the real 
7 rinitzrians: after all, the very 
Names by which the tir.e Divine 
Pe:ſons are caliud (a Father, his Son, 
an Holy Spirit diftind& from botl;) do 
ſo manifetily imply thoſe Perſons to 
be dittint Beings, Sublitances, Minds 
and Spirits, and not Modes or RcJa- 
tions only of the f{cIf-ſame numerical 
Being and Spiritz that it will always 
be caiiied againſt rhemn, by the Ma- 
jcrity of confidering Divines. All 
their Appeals notwithſtanding, it 
will not be long, ee they are told by 
their Superiors in the Church, that 
"tis expedient for them to be quiet, 
lett themiclves be cenſurcd 2s Sabel- 
lians, or as we now ſpeak Unitari- 
ans. To ſum up all, I ſay, the Fa- 
thers held that the three Divine Per- 
tons are three di-tinct (ſpiritual, in- 
telletual) Subitances, three Minds, 
three Spirits: this appears, fay I far- 
ther, by their Explications of the 
word Conſubftantial ; by their An- 
ſwers to this Queltion, how three 
ſuch Perſons can be but one God; and 
by the Terms which they uſe con- 
ceming the three Perſons, a Father, 
bus Son, a Spirit diftintt from beth, 

Theſe things being, I ſuppoſe, 
ſufficiently eſtabliſh'd, we may rely 
on it, that Dr. Bal will not deny that 


] have truly reported what the Fa- 
thers (the Poſt-nicene Fathers fay TI, 
but Dr. Bull ſays all the Fathers) held, 
both concerning the three Divine 
Perſons, and how we muſt under- 
ſtand them to be but one God. 
Therefcre now, I will examine his 
whole Hypotheſis; it hath theſe 
Parts. 1. Thee are three Divine 
Hypoſtaſes, or zntellefral Subſtances, 
three omn:{cient almighty finds 
and Spirits; each of thelc has all Di- 
vine Perfections, and is ſingly and by 
himſelf a moſt compleat and perfect 
God. , 2. Yet doth not this contra- 
dict that moſt great and indiſputable 
Truth, vitible in the Works of Crea- 
tion, and aſcertained by Revelation 
of holy Scripture; that there is but 
one God : becauſe of the three Di- 
vine Hypoſiaſes and Spirits before de- 
{cribed, the ſecond and third are ori- 
ginated from the fir{t ;, have the ſame 
Nature and Properties, that he has ; 
and are propagated from him by an 
internal Production, fo that they are 
always inſeparably in him, and he in 
them, by a mutual Pervation, kn- 
meation or Penetration. 

There is no neccflity that I ſhould 
concern ny ſelf, ayainſt the firfl of 
theſe Propoſitions ; for if I diſprove 
the ſecond, the firſt will fall of it 
ſelf: if three Hypoſiaſes or Spirits 
cannot be one God, this fort of Tri- 
nitarians muſt either give up their 
three diſtin& Subliances, their three 
Minds and Spirits ; or openly profeſs, 
that they believe three Gods. Not- 
withſtanding, it will not be amits, 
or beſides our Purpoſe, if we ſhow 

theſe 


theſe Gentlemen, that whatever Ar- 
guments militate againſt a Plurality 
of Gods, prove alſo (no leſs «ffe- 
Etually and directly) that there can 
be but one Divine (intellectual) Sub- 
ſtance, but one infinite Spirit and 
Mind. 

How do Philoſophers and Divines 
eſtabliſh the Ulnity of God 3 or, that 
there neither is, nor can be more 
than one God? They {ay all Plu- 
rality of Beings of the ſame kind and 
ſorc, is from the Imbecillity, Weak- 
neſs and Unſufficiency (in ſome re- 
ſpe& or other) of thoſe Beings : for 
if a Being be abſolutely pertect, in- 
finite in all Perfetions, all-ſufficient 
for ic ſelf, and for the Beings to which 
it relates; there is no need, that it 
ſhould be multiplied, or be more 
than one. We ſee, ſay they, that 
all Nature has nothing that is ſuper- 
fAuous, nothing in vain 5 where-ever 
one of the ſort is ſufficient, as one 
San and ſuch like, the Individuals of 
that kind never proceed beyond Uni- 
ty. But the Divine Nature, as the 
moſt excellent of all, will much 
more exclude all Multiplicity : more 
Infinites, more Al. ſufficients, would 
be ſuch an impertinent Repetition, 
ſo altogether vain and to no purpole, 
that we cannot think of it, without 
immediately rejecting it. This is 
the firſt Argument, uſed by Philoſo- 
phers, to prove the Unity of God 
no Budy will. conteſt it, that it equal- 
ty proves but one intinite Spirit, one 
all-ſuficient Mind, one abſolutely 
perfect Being. 

They fay again ;, it imylies a Con- 
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tradiction, that there ſhould be more 
than one all-ſufficient God, Mind or 
Spirit z becauſe ſuch a Suppoliction 
pretends to make an infinite Addi- 
tion (of the ſame kind) to what is 
(already) infinite, and to increaſe 
All-ſufficiency. 

And, if there are more Gods, or 


[ . ®* » +. A . 
more Minds and Spirits, infinite in 


their Perfections, etther they are all 
of them unoriginated z or one only 
is unoriginated, and the relt are de- 
rived from him by Generatien or 
Creation. The Trinicarians, with 
whom we have now to do, anſwer ; 
that only one, the Father, is unorigi= 
nated, the other Perſons are propa- 
gated from him. But they can never 
anſwer, cither why the Father ſhould 
propagate from himſelf, only two 


Spirits. as perfect as himſelf; or WhYa\ 


ſeeing thole two are as pettect as he, 
they alſo ſhould not generate their 
like? If che two propagated Perſons 
and Spirits cannot generate their like ; 
they are not ſuch pesfe&t Beings a5 
the Father is: and conſequently are 
neither Gods, nor abſolutely perfect 
Spirits. If it be ſaid only, they will 
not generate their like, becaule three 
abſoJutely perfect Spirits are enough z. 
"tis not only frivolous, but filly : for 
if three perſe& Spirits are more deti- 
rable by one another, or more ne- 
ceflary to the World than one ſuch 
Spirit or Mind, by an unavoidable 
Parity of Reaſon, ſeven or ten Spi- 
rits and Minds, that are all-ſufficient 
and abſolutely perfe&t, mult be more 
deſirable, and more requilite to the 


World than Thice. Again, 
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Tt was Ariſtotle that obſerved, and 


*tis an Obſervation worthy of ſo 


great a Man 3 that the Unity of God 
is diſcernable in the Conltitution and 
Frame of the World. For ſuch is 
the Uniformity and good Order of 
the whole ; and all the Parts (both 
in their Qualazes and Motions) fo 
manifeltly tend to one and the ſame 
End, namely the Service of Man, 
and the Conferyation of the World 
it {elf in its preſent State moreover, 
theſe Parts continue in their firſt Mo- 
tion and Courſe, fo tedfaftly and in- 
variably : that it appears they were 
contrived, and are regulated, not by 
more Gods, Makers, or Almighty 
Spirits, but by one only Law and 
Mind. 

Laſt of all, thar there is an all- 
wiſe God 3 we prove beyond Con- 
eradicion, by that perpetual Wiſdom, 
Contrivance and good Senſe, which 
is ſeen in the Whole and the Parts of 
the World ; and which muſt be pre- 
vious to the World and its Parts, elſe 
how came (blind unthinking) Mat- 
ter into ſuch a wiſe Order ? But we 
have no manner of Proof, not the 
Jealt Intimation, that there are more 
ſuch Gods; as undoubtedly there 
would be, both in Nature and by 
Revelation, if indeed there were 
more ſuch. 

Theſe Reaſons have always per- 
fwaded all Philoſophers and Divines, 
chat there is but one (ſupreme and 
infinite) God ; and they proceed as 
dire&ly againſt more infinite all-per- 
feft and creating Spirits or Minds, as 
againii moxe Gods. In very deed, 
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there never was any Philoſopher that 
made any Diftin&tion, between three 
Geds and three infinite finds and 
Spirits : he would have been efteem- 
ed not in his right Senſes, by che 
Philoſophers, who ſhould talk of oe 
God and three infinite all-perfe& Spi- 
rits; with them, one God, and one 
all-perfect Spirit were convertible 
Terms, and uſed for each other; and 
indeed they ever will be, by all that 
conſider what they ſay. 

But Dr. Bull, and the Fathers 
whom he follows, are per{waded ; 
that tho all Nature and Reaſon arc 
againſt it, yet *tis a Divine Revela- 
tion, that there are three infinite (in- 
telle&tual) Sabſtances, three all-per- 
fe Sprrits,three all-ſufficient Xfinds : 
and that they may be ſaid to be but 
one God, on the Accounts before- 
given z and which I will now exa- 
mine. He, and his Fathers ay, 

I. The ſecond and third Minds 
are originated from the firſt ; the Son 
and Spirit have their Being, Life and 
Godhead from the Father : therefore 
they are one God with him. There 
never was a more abſurd thing {aid 
by Men. They pretend to prove the 
Unity, or declare the Unity ; by 
what is the firſt Cauſe of Diftnion, 
Diverlity, and ſeparate Exiſtence. 
God the Son, and God the Holy 
Ghoſt, are propagated, from God 
the Father ; therefore they are one 
God with him : no Friends, no 
therefore they are ſeparate Beings, 
and ditinft Gods, from him ; as di- 
ſtint and ſeparate as Cauſe and Effet 
can be, which is the very firſt of Di- 
ſfiincions, 
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ſtinQions, and the Graund avd Reg- 
ſon of all ſubſequent Diſtinion, 
And, what kind of God have theſe 
Gentlen:en deviſed ? A God who is, 
in one part of his Cempolition, in 
that part which they call the Father, 
unoriginated ; but in his two other 
Parts, the Son and Spirit, not only 
Originated 44 to his Godbead \ but as 
to bis very Being and Life, To lay, 
as Dr. Bull and the Fathers do, that 
the Son and Spirit have their Feeng, 


| Life and Goab:zad from the Father, 


or are originated in reſpect of all thele 
from the Father; implies that they 
differ from the Father as preor and 
poſterior, former and latter: for the 
originated Spirits (or Parts of God) 
mult of neceflicy be poſtersor (latter 
or polinate) to that Spiric (ur part 
of him) from which they are origi- 
nated ; the very term Origination is 
a Contelion of a natural Poſteriority, 
which cannot be in God. To grant 
to our Oppoſers that Diſtintion of 
theirs, prior in Nature and prior in 
Time 3 they cannot thereby ſecure 
their Cauſe: for if the Son and Spi- 
rit are originated, as to their Sub- 
ſtance, Being, Life and Godhead, 
from the Father 3 they are poſterior 
in Nature to him, and theretore can 
neither be God, nor eflencial Parts of 
him. Poſterior sn Nature (or poli- 
nate) is as incompatible to God, as 
poſterior in Fime , for it implies an 
Acceſſion to him, and a Charge in 
him, If there be ſomething in God, 
that is poſterior in Natwre, to (ome- 
thing elſe in God 3 then the whole of 
God is not connate, there has been a 


Change and Acceſſion in him : which: 
becaule our Oppoſers dare not fay, 
neither ought they to ſay the other 
namely, that there is ſomewhat in 
God, that is poſterior iw Nature to 
ſomewhat elte in him 3 and yet to 
give up that, they know, is to give 
up their Cauſe. 

But themſelyes, that they may not 
ſeem ſiark Fools, take notice z that 
if to be originated from the Father, 
will make the Son and Spirit to be 
one God with the Father ; the whole 
Creation, the very vileti Parts of it, 
ſhall be one God with him, becauſe 
they are criginated from him 3 that 
is, they give up this firſt Solution 
or Explication of the Unityz and 
they alledg, in the next Place, after 
this manner | 

2, We do not affirm, that bare 
Origination from God, can make 
the Perſons ſo originated, to be one 
God with him : bur only when they 
are ſo originated from God; as to 
have the ſame (ſpecifick) Subſtance 
and Properties that he hath 3 thar is, 
when the originated Perſons have, 
like him, immortal, unchangable 
Subfiances z and are omniſcient, om- 
nipotent, and the rett that God is, 
As who ſhould ſay ; we make it our, 
that three infinite Spirits are but ons 
God, by increaſing their firſk Diſtin= 
Hon and Diverſity, They were (uf- 
ficiently three Gods, by the Origina< 
tion of the ſecond and third, from 
the firſt, but we will more aſcertain 
them to be ſo, by the Multiplication 
of Subtiances and pecitick Proper 
ties. IT ask, what 1s it that conlti- 
ates 


tutes or eſſentiates a God; is it not 
this, That we ſuppoſe a ſpiritual 
Subttance, that is immortal and un- 
changable, and has the Divine Pro- 
perties of Oinniſcience and Omnipo- 
rence? If ſo, then by ſuppoling 
more ſuch Subſtances, with (uch Pro- 
perties belonging to themz we do 
not ſuppoſe one God, but three. 
In ſhort, I fay ; they propoſe ſuch an 
Explication how three intinite Minds 
and Spirits are but one God, as all 
Men of Confideration will take to be 
a Declaration and Aſſertion of three 
Gods: for they will have three inh- 


nite Minds to be one God, becauſe 


they have three diſtintt Divine Sub- 
ſtances, qualified each of them with 
(all) diftinit Divine Properties ; 
when theſe Subſtances and Properties 
are the'very Marks and Notifications 
of their diſtin Divinities, or that 
they are diſtin Gods. 

But themſclves alſo acknowledg, 
that if Origination from the Father, 
and to be (ſpecifically) conſubltanti- 
al with him, were ſufficient to make 
the Son and Spirit one God with the 
Father : then James and Fobn being 
originated from their Father Peter, 
and conſubſtantial in all Reſpects 
with him, it will follow, that Peter, 
Fames and Fobn, are not three Men, 
but one Man 3 or Peter, Fames and 
Fohn are one Man with Peter. To 
get rid of this, they advance a third 
Bull, more ridiculous than either of 
the ewo former : it is this. 

3. If the originated and conſub- 
ftantial (and Divine) Perſons are 
propagated (trom the tuſt Perſon) 
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by an internal Produftion; fo that 


they are always and inſeparably in the 


Perſon thac produced them ;, they are 


thereby molt truly one God with- 


him. Here the Reader necds only to 
conſider, that we are arguing con- 
cerning three ſuch Perſons as are con- 


fels'd (by theſe Oppoſers) to be 


three diltin& Subſtances, - Now to ' 


ſay of two of theſe Subſtances, thar 
they are propagated by ar internal 
Produtton, is a Bull; to add, that 
that they are 5nſeparably in the Perſon 
that produced them, is another : 
but ?cis worſt of all, to fay 3 that by 
their Inexitience in the Father, the 
Son and Spirit are one God with him; 
this(l ſay) is a worſe Blunder, a more 
inexcuſable Overſight, than internal 
Produltion, or inſeparable Subſtances. 

Internal Produttion, when faid of 
Subſtances, is a Contradition, both 
in the Senſe-and Terms : *tis as much 
as to lay, a Produttion not produced : 
a Generation not generated, 


And a Subſtance being that which 


can exiſt ſeparately, or by it ſelf-; 
and needeth not, as an Accidenf, to 
inexiſt in ſomething elſe: therefore 
an inſeparable Subſtance is a Sub- 
Rance without being a Subſtance, or 


a Subſtance and no Subſtance. Ds. 


Bull will anſwer, it may be, the Sub- 
ltances of the Son and Spirit are al- 
ways and inſeparably in the Father ; 


not from a natural Inhability to ſub- . 


tit (as they are Subliances) by them- 
ſelves, or ſeparately: but only be- 
cauſe the Nature of the Divine Unity 
requires, that the ſecond and third 
Perſons of the Godhead, ſhould al- 

; ways 


ways inexiſt in the firſt and he in 
thein. Bur if this be the Meaning of 
snſeparadly ;, it is impertinently, as 
well as falſly added. Impertinently, 
becaufe the word always had been 
enough 3 and only proper to be here 
uſed. Falls, becauſe things are not 
inſeparable, it only they are not attu- 
ally ſeparated, but of their own Na- 
ture have an Hability to exilt ſepa- 
rately, The Bull therefore remains, 
againſt whatſoever Excuſes : but 
were that which the Doctor aims to 
ſay never fo truc, we ſhall fee pre- 
ſently, it will not in the leaſt avail 
his Caule, 

For, as [I ſaid, the greateſt Blunder 
and Inobſervance of all, is what Dr. 
Bull (and the Fathers) take to be 
the Strength . of this Hypothetis 3 
namely this z that. the ſecond and 
third Perſons being always in the firſt, 
are therefore one God with him. For 
it is to be noted, that theſe Gentle- 
men hold, not only that the Son and 
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Parts of the fame Angel or Soul are 
continuous and indiſcerpible ? or are 
they only contiguow, as God or the 
Divine Subſtance (which pervades 
all things, Spirits as well as Bodies) 
is contiguous tothe things which it 
pervades and immeates ? 

If Dr. Bull ſays,that the Divine Per- 
ſons, Minds and Spicits, or 4he three 
Divine Subſtances, have ſuch a mu- 
ual Incxiſtence, that they become 
continuous 3 as the (aſſignable con- 
ceivable) Parts of each Perſon's own 
Subſtance are, or as the Parts of an 
Angel or Soul are : He fays thereby, 
and therein, that the Subſtances and 
Perſons are identified which is He- 
rely, becauſe (as the Athanaſian 
Creed ſpeaks) it confounds the Per- 
ſons. If the Subſtances are continu- 
ous, and thereby identified, the Pro- 
pertics alſo of the three Subſtances, 
in Mr. Bulls Hypotheſis, will be 
identified too : for in this Hypotheſis 
there cannot be diſtin& Underſtand- 


Spirit are in the Father, but he alſo ings, Wills and Energies, if the Sub- 


in them : it is the mutual Inexiſtence 


of all the three Perſons, and not on- 
ly of the Son and Spirit in the Fa- 
ther, that maketh them to be one 
God, I ask hereupon, whether this 
mutual Inexiſtence, Immeation or 
Penetration of the three Perſons, be 
ſuch that their Subſtances become 
continuous, as the Parts (for Inſtance) 
of the ſame. Piece of Gold are ; or 
only,contiguows, like more Pieces of 
Gold that are heaped (or bagged) 
together ? Are the Subſtances of the 
threefDivine Perſons, I fay, continu- 
e#43 as (touſe another Inſtance) the 


ſtances are not diſtinct, but continu- 
ous, and (thereby) identified. Bur 
we need not to inſiſt on this ; for Dr. 
Bull dares not fay, that the Sub- 
ſtances of the Divine P@fſons are 
identified or continuous ; he mutt 
ſay, and will fay, that they do fo in- 
exiſt in one another, that they are 
only contiguous z there is only a Cen- 
tath of their Subſtances, not an Iden- 
tification or Continuity. But if. 
there be only a ContaCt of the three 
Subſtances, they are as much three 
Gods, and ſeparate Subſtances in the 
Phylical Senſe or” 2 word ſeparate : 

as 


as three Men imbracing one another, 
are three diftint Men, not one Man 3 
or as God and the Creation are ſc pa- 
rate Subſtances, tho he inexiſts in 
(pervates or immeates) the Works he 
hath made, and they again exilt in 
him, 

The Fathers that were Philoſo- 
phers, when they ſaid, the three 
Divine Perſons or Subſtances are #7 
one another, meant, by their mutual 
Love and Agreement : but thoſe Fa- 
thers that were not learned, or un- 
derſiood only the Platonick Philoſo- 
phy, which is wholly moral and me- 
taphylical, and never meddles with 
the natural Reaſons of things |, | ſay, 
the Fathers that were not nmetwral 
Philoſophers imagined ſuch an Inex- 
iltence of the three Perlons, that the 
ſaid Perſons were phyſically and ſub- 
ſtantially in one an«ther, and thereby 
(ay they) one God, They knew 
not, . that a ſubſtantial Inexiſtence 
muſt either be by the Continuity of the 
Subſtances > which confounds the 
Subſtances or Perſons : or only by 
Contiguity or Contaft, which can 
no more make three Divine Perſons 
and Spirits to be one God, than three 
Men fitting cloſe on the fame Bench, 
are thereby one Man 3 or than God, 
who is in all Spirirs (whether An- 
gels or Souls) and they in him, are 
the ſame Being or the ſame Subſtance, 
not ſeparate Subſtances. 

In ſhort, Dr. Ball and theſe Fa- 
thers fayz the three Divine Perſons 
are three diſtin& ſevera] Subſtances, 
and do ſubſtantially immeate (or in- 
exiſt in) one another : yet ſo, that 
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they are not continuous or identified, 
as the Parts of the ſame (numerical) 
Subſtance are, but only contiguous. 
We fay hereupon, that this v ill ne- 
ver make them to be one God, be- 
cauſe mere Contatt is only a juxta- 
Poſition, not a real Union. All Phi- 
lolophers, but onlv the Platoniſts 
who underſtand not Phyticks, or the 
Nature of things, will aſſent to this 
Reaſoning : and I doubt not, it was 
one of the Cauſes, why the School- 
men (who were learned Philoſo- 
phers ) unanimouſly agreed, that 
three diſtin (Divine) Subſtances 
are molt certainly three Gods 3 and 
they (the Divines of the Schools) 
have been followed by all the Divi- 
nity-Chais in Chriftendom, from 
about the Year 1200 to this preſent 
time, I do not believe, there is a 
Chair in Chriftendom that will own 
more than one Divine Subſtance 3 or 
will admit that three Divine Sub- 
ſtances can be one God: Dr. Bull 
will not approve his Hypotheſis to- 
the Chairs, or to: Univerſities' or 
Schools of Learning. I am of opi- 
nion however, that ſo arrogant a 
Man as Dr. Bull will not let go his 
Hypothelisz it being too the Do-- 
&rine of the Fathers, and of a great 
many learned Men who treat of theſe-' 
Queftions as Divines, not as Philoſo- 
phers: and Dr. Ball having acquired 
ſo great a Reputation all over Ex- 
rope, by his Book; the Chairs 
and Nominal Trinitartans | will 
not, it may be, adventure to attack 
him. 


But 


Bat if after all, Dr. Bull, ſearing 
the Numbers and Reputation of the 
Nominal Trinitarians, will deny his 
Hypotheſis ; and (in hopes to com- 
pound with them) pretend that ir 
differs not (or not materially) trom 
the Doctrine of the Schcols : belides 
that all diſcerning and ingenuous 
Men will laugh at his Pulilanimity ; 
I ſhall not delire an ealier Task, than 
to prove from his own Book, and 
from innumerable Quotations of the 
Fathers, that both they and he hold 
three dittin&t Divine Sabliances, and 
conſequently ſo many Minds and Spi- 
rits, both which are rejected as He- 
retical (nay as Tritheiltical) by the 
Schools and their Followers. 

I will conclude this firſt Part of my 
Anſwer, with obſerving, that tho 
Dr. Bull fays here, that the Fathers 
believed the three (Divine) Perſons 
are one God, becauſe the ſecond and 
third are derived from the firſt, have 
like Subſtances and Properties with 
him, and all of them do mutually im- 
meate one another : yet this is not the 
Explication of any particular Father, 
much leſs of all of them ; but an Hy- 
potheſis that Dc. Bull has pieced up, 
from the Writings of divers Fathers. 
The Fathers explained the Unity in 
Trinity, each of them his own way. 
One (aid, the three Perſons ice one 
God, becauſe they are in one another, 
by mutual Love and Agreement. Ano- 
ther ſaid, they are one God, becauſe 
of the Subordination ard perfet# Sub- 

Jeltion of the ſecond and third Per- 
ſons, to him who 5 the firſt God. 
Another, they are one God, becauſe 
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the Son and Spirit are propagated 
from the Father. Anothes, becaule 
they unanimouſly govern the World ; 
that is, they are one God, becauſe 
they are one Monarcby, and thereby 
(as it were) one Ruler, Some of 
them ſaid, thiee Divine Perſons, and 
three inhnite Spirits are God and the 
Goahead, in tuch Senſe as all Men 
are Called Man or Mankind, As 
lirce golden Coins of: the tame Em- 
peror are called Auram, Gold, not 
Aurz, Golds, in the Plural : So in 
proper ſpeaking, three Divine Per- 
tons, becauſe (like three Men, or 
three goiden Coins) they are contub- 
tiantial z that is, have the ſame ſpe- 
citick Subliances and Properties 3 
they are (in proper ſpeaking) to be 
called God, not Gods. This was a 
very ridiculous Reaſoning, contrary 
both to Grammar and Philolophy, 
and yet it was the Explication of 
ſome of the moſt learned of the Poli- 
Nicene Fathers. 

Briefly, theſe two things 1 affirm : 
That Dr. Balls Explication of the 
Unity of God, is indeed taken out 
of ſome of the Fathers : but it was 
not (as *tis laid down by him) the 
particular Explication given by any 
one of them, much lels the agreed 
and common Explication cf all of 
tiems3 but part of ic is from ſome, 
other Parts of it from other Fathers. 
Secondly; the Fathers advanced ſe- 
veral other Explications z on which 
{ome of them intilted, more and ra- 
rlier, than ol any part of Mr. Bull's, 
The Ante-Nicens chiefly urged the 
Unity of Love, or clic of Monarchy : 

2 tie 


the moſt learned (but leaſt judicious) 
of the Poſi-Nicens ſerved themſelves 
of the (pretended) Conſubſlantiali- 
ty, or that the three Perſons having 
like Subſtances and Properties, are 
therefore one God; as all Men or 
AMankind are called Homo, and as 
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three (or more) golden Coins are 
called Auram, Gold 3 never Avra, 
Golds. But of theſe things I ſhall 
ſpeak fully, in the Concluſion of the 
_ Part of this Anſwer to Dr. 
Bull, | 


The CONCLUSION. 


F Have ſaid what I intended in this 
I firſt Part, In the Second | will 
report the Doctrine of the fol- 
lowing Fathers, concerning the Tri- 
nity and the Perſon of our bleſſed Sa- 
viour, in their own Word3: By the 
following Fathers | mean thoſe Fa- 
thers who flourithed from about the 
Year 150, to the Nicene Council, 
or the Year 325. In the Jatt Partl 
(hall diſcover Dr. BalPs Frauds and 
Mittakes, detect his Sophitiries and 
Elafions 3 and confront his Miſrepre- 
ſentation of the Fathers, with the 
Confettions and Judgment of the Cri- 
ticks, who have either publiſhed or 
commented on the Writings of the 
Fathers. Here and now it remains 
only, that I inform the Reader, who 


' hath not ſeen Dr. Bull's Books, why 


E hve anſwer'd fo indifferently, and 
without any particular Defercnce to 
the Mcrit of his Learning and Abili- 
tics : for it cannot be denied, that 
this Gentleman is a dextrous Sophi- 
tier 3 or that ke has read the principal 


Fathers with a more than ordinary 
Application, Diligence and Obſerva- 
tion. Dr. Bull has written two Books, 
his Defence of the Nicene Faith, and 
Judgment of the Catholick Church, des 
tignedly and direQtly againſt the Uni- 
tarians 5 whether they be Arians or 
Sociuians. In the firft of theſe he at- 
tacks more particularly Chr. Sandins, 
a very leained Arian; and the Au- 
thor of [renicum Irenicorum, who 
was Dr. Zwicker M. D. a Socinian. 
Dr. Zwickey is cemplemented by Dr. 
Bull, with ſuch Flowers as theſe 
Bipedum ineptiſſimus, the greateſt Fop 
in Nature: Omnium odio, qui veri= 
tatem & candorem amant, dignut 
delerving the Hatred of all Lovers of 
Truth and Sincerity.»>o Of Sandins 
he faith, He hath fhip-wrackd his 
Conſcrence, as well as bis Faith ;, a 
Trifler, a mere (empty) Pretender - 
He adds at p.331. He bath only tran- 
ſcribed the Author of lien. Irenico- 
rum ; and in one Place, he prays for 
Sandim as one that is mad, © This, 
and 
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and ſach as this, is Dr. Bul['s conſtant 
Language concerning theſe two very 
learned Men : nor doth he ever reply 
to them, without pretending an ab- 
ſolute and inconteſtable Victory ;, and 
caſting ſome moſt unworthy Scorn or 
other upon them, by occafion of his 
ſuppoſed Advantage. He never calls 
the Arians by any other Name but 
Ariomanite, the mad Arians; and 
Socinianiſts is always with him the 
Atheiſtical Hereſy, | do not remem- 
ber that he ever calls our Doctrine by 
a better Name. In ſhort, he hath 
expreſſed ſuch a Malevolence 3 and 
hath ſo notorioufly and infamoully 
broke the Cartel of Honour and Ci- 
vility, that was thought to be agreed 
and eſtabliſh'd between Perſons of 
excellent Learning, or great Abili- 
ties, when they happen to be ingaged 
in contrary Sides 3 that no Reſpect or 
Tenderneſs can be ſhown to him by 
any Unitarian. His Barbarities and 
Immanities towards a Perlon 1a little 
deſerving ſuch Ulage, and fo much 
above Mr, Bull in all Regards, as 
Sandius was ;, and his Arrogance to- 
wards, and (hare-brain*d) Contempt 
of all Unitariians, whether antient or 
modern: /A ſay, his Temerity and 
Extravagance in this kii:d, is ſo ex- 
ceſlive, or rather is {oO ontrageous,, 
that he hat}i left to him lf no man- 
ner of Right or Claim. to the very 
leaſt Negree of Humant.y or goud 
Manners towards him. 

And fee here wirit {ig nent he 
makes, of the Jte Socinian | :<atiles, 
that have been puolibed 5/0: tx 
or ſeven Years -lalt paitz, 


face to the Judgment of the Catholick' 
Church : © Divers impious Wretches, 
* within theſe few Years, have at- 
<« tacked the principal Article of the 
& Faith z namely, the Divinity of 
* our Saviour: Some of them are 
& Arians, others Samoſatenians or 
«© Socinians ; I may fay of both, as 
* the great H. Zanchius ſomewhere 
* does of L. Socints, Fr. Davids, 
&« Blanarata, and other Founders 
& of the Socinian Hereſy in the laſt 
** Age. I donot read, without Dif- 
© dain, the ſily and mad Defences. 
« of the new Arians and Photins- 
&« ans: for I cannit meet in theiv 
i Writings with the very leaſt De- 
« gree of Wit, or good Senſe ;, they 
© bave nothing but the Repetitson of 
&« oldexploded Follies, or new Weak- 
6 meſſes of their own. But leſt they 
* ſhould think that they have gain-. 
« ed the Victory ; or. ſhould mi(> 
© lead the Weak, ſome pious and 
& learned Men have delirved the 
* publick Praiſe and Thanks, by op«. 
&* poling themſelves to the Sophi-. 
© tiries. of theſe Triflers. It is in, 
this ſtrain that Dr, Bull has treated 
us, every where 3 in every Page of 
his two Books: therefore it could: 
not be reaſonably expected, that in 
aniwering, we ſhould fall proftrate- 
to ſuch an inveterate and fſupercilious. 
Malevolence and Arrogance z or 
make cou:t to ſuch a Hildebrand as 
tis Man , (even) atk&ts to ſhow 
hinielf, 

I know not, whether he will per.. 
{wade many, that a Diabolical Spi. 
1t is a fit Guide to be chole, in the 

Scarch: 


or that 


Search of facred Truths: 
thoſe have the true Faith, who have 
not the leaſt Grain of Charity ? It 
Mr. Bull had railed fo bitterly, only 
at the preſent Engliſh Socinians, and 
their Writers, we might have im- 
puted his Intemperance to his Fear, 


or to his Ambition. We might ap- 
prehend, that he begins to doubt, 
that this (growing) Sect may, one 
day, turn him out of his Pzrfonage, 
or his Prebend : or that by Z*al and 
Bigotry he intended to r:.:7imend 
himſelf to his Superi-:13 in the 
Church, and merit « B:ihortick or 

anery, But why has ix inſulted 
the Dead ;, nay lovk'd back 12c9, 
and 1400 Years, ſcattering his Ge1! 
and Venom into the Ll:ns of Con- 
feſlors and Martyrs, of the ſecond 
and thid Ages of Chrittianity ? 
Even thoſe whom Diocleſian and Fu. 
lian the Apoſtate, not only ſpared, 
but honoured and rewarded for their 
SanQity and Learning ; Dr. Bull has 
broke up their. Monuments, and 
ſcatter'd their Alhes. 


Aug. 19. 
1695. 
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His Metropolitan not only preach- 
ed it, to the moſt conſiderable Au- 
ditory of England; but publiſhed it 
too, from the Preſs, to all the 
World : © That the Socinians argue 


CG 
cc 


Matters, with Temper and Gra- 
vity 3 that they reaſon cloſely, and 
clearly, with extraordinary Guard 
and Caution, with as much Dex- 
terity and Decency. The ableſt 
Managers, faith Þ-, that ever yet 
meddled wit! Qontroverly-z in 
compariſon of hom the Jeſuit is 
a Scold and a Bungler. Archbiſh, 
2d Scrr, on the Divin. of our Savi- 
Our. ,. 71. But Mr. 2#!!, becauſe 
h.. ...s more Wit and }::4g11em than 
larce Archbiſhops, anſwers immedi- 
ately from the Oxford-Preis ; that his 
Grace js either mad, or dotes 3 that 
fince he (Dr. Bll) has wrote againſt 
the Socinians, ?tis impoſſible they 
ſhould have the leaſt Temper, Dex- 
terity, good Senſe, or ought elſe, 
that may recommend them to' E- 
ſteem. The Man grows warm 3 let 
us part for the preſent, lett we alſo 
grow as fooliſh as he. 
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